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Tue Derp Cravuses in the Bankruptcy and Insol- 
_svency Act, 1861, have been foundjjas unsatisfactory in 
_ their operation as we antici when the Act was 
q  sope Almost every day they give rise to some ques- 

ion either as to the jurisdiction or procedure of the 
Court, or as to the duties of trustees or rights of non-as- 
senting creditors. The Commissioners appear to be so 
with the. difficulty of construing this portion 

of the Act that, notwithstanding the numerous points 
which have turned up for adjudication, scarcely one of 
_ any importance has yet been decided. The Act pro- 
vides that every deed made “ between a debtor and his 
«creditors or any of them, or a trustee on their behalf, 
' relating to the debts or liabilities of the debtor, and his 
' release therefrom,” . shall be as valid and effec- 
-¢ual and binding on all the creditors of such debtor 
sas if they were parties to and had duly executed the 
' same,” provided that certain conditions prescribed by 
)the Act be observed. The only important questions 
_felating to this clause, which have come before one 
of the superior courts, were raised upon demurrer in 
the case of Walter v. Adcock, (Exch.) 10 W. R. 542 ; and 
the decision in that case leaves it very doubtful whether 
the clause makes any alteration in the law as it stood 
‘Wefore the Act, which required, in order to render a 
creditors’ deed binding upon all the creditors, that there 
“should be an assignment of all the debtor's property, 
‘or at least a provision for its distribution amongst all 
) the creditors. Some of the learned barons who decided 
_ Walter v. Adcock were of opinion that the Legislature 
'@id not intend to alter the law in this respect. Baron 
' Bramwell, after a searching criticism upon the words 
of the clause, observes that it was “impossible to sup- 
pose that the Legislature meant that a debtor might 
* with some of his creditors to the exclusion of 














“the others and yet bind the others ;” and such a mens 
‘to have been also the opinion of the Lord Chief Baron 
and Baron Martin. 
‘ease lie at the very foundation of the jurisdiction con- 
“Merred by this part of the Act it is not surprising that 
‘the Commissioners in Bankruptcy should have great 


the questions raised in this 


hesitation in making up their minds upon 
‘qwhich puzzled the Court of Exchequer. But unless 
"these deed clauses are to be allowed to fall into desue- 
_ tude the time has come when the jurisdiction they con- 
“fer should no longer remain in doubt. We might point 
ut several recent cases in which the existing un- 
erta’ ge Se been productive of inconvenience. 

n re Veillard, for instance, Mr. Lawrance, who ap- 

ed for a non-assenting creditor, was ye a to 
upon the yng aa that the inspectorship deed 

| that case was in i the provisions of the 
tute, although the point was very doubtful according 
the j mt delivered by the Barons of the 
thequer in Walter'v. Adcock. Assuming, how- 

er, t the deed was binding, under the Act, 
4. jon was whether the creditor was en- 
Ritled to move for the examination of the debtor 
and other persons who could give information as to his 
@ealings, An arrangement was y come to between 


a matter 


as 





the parties, but in the course of the discussien Mr. Com- 
missioner Holroyd threw out the observation that what 
the creditor sought was primé facie the duty of the trus- 
tees or inspectors under the deed; and his Honour said 
he would require the creditor who moved to pay the 
costs, as a condition Prague: to obtaining ph order 
as he asked. Should this ruling be adopted asa 

ral precedent, it will no doubt have the of 

the trustees or inspectors ‘‘ omnipotent,” to use the 
phrase of Mr. Commissioner Fonblanque in another 
case, Re Johnson, which was before the Court a week 
ago. In the last-named case the creditor required pay- 
rare of a sum for eb ae he had proved in a bankruptey 
which was subsequently superseded @ composition 
deed. But Ronamg soa So of the 5. A the creditor's 
summons was dismissed (without costs) because the 
Commissioner was of re that the creditor’s remedy 
was at law only, the deed being merely a composition 
deed. The only other case to which we need refer is 
Re Abbott, which was before Mr. Commissioner Fon- 
blanque on Wednesday last. In that case Mr, 
Munns (Harrison and Lewis) made an_applica- 
tion similar to that which had been made in Re 
Veillard, except that he et sa on behalf of trustees 
and not of one of the creditors; but even there the 
learned Commissioner entertained a doubt whether he 
had jurisdiction to examine a person who was supposed 
to have property in his possession, belonging to the 
bankiupt. He, however, stated his intention to consult 
upon the point with the other commissioners, so that 
possibly this point at least may be soon decided. What- 
ever doubt there may be as to the effect of particular 
deeds, and as to the operation of section 192, there cer- 
tainly ought to be none as to what comes within the 
mere procedure of the Court. Any uncertainty on this 
subject which the unskilful wording of the Act gives. 
rise to, might be removed to a considerable extent by 
General Orders and settled practice; and the commis- 
sioners should determine amongst themselves, with as 
little delay as possible, what the latter is to be. 


Tue Laxp Registry Orrice in Lincoln's Inn 
Fields was opened on Wednesday last, according to an- 
nouncement, and we are informed by a ‘ph 
which appeared in the newspapers on the following 
morning “that a considerable amount of business was 
very soon effected in a highly satisfactory manner.” 
We are not aware what means the newspapers have of 
becoming acquainted with the business done in the new 
office further than by noticing the number of 
who may happen to pass in and out in the course of the 
day. Itis pleasant, however, to be assured not onl 
that the business was on the first day of “* considerab! 
amount,” but that it was “effected in a highly satis- 
factory manner.” A legal journalist might be inclined 
to doubt whether one day's experience was sufficient to 
form any positive opinion upon this be but the 
non-professional newspapers are very well disposed to 
be pleased with the new legal department; and, now 
that the Act has been passed, and the public are deter- 
mined to give it the most favourable trial, it will be no 
less the interest than the policy of lawyers to accept 
loyally, and to turn to the best account, what the legis- 
lature has enacted. For our own we have no 
hesitation in saying that, at least for many years to 
come, solicitors will be gainers rather than losers by the 
new system of Land Transfer. Our only doubt is that 
landowners will derive the benefit which they anticipate, 
or that the expense and. embarrassments attendi 
the obtainment of a Parliamentary title will not be 
found to outweigh its value when obtained. 


Buackstoxe TELLS vs that in the Roman Republic, 
the form of pronouncing a conviction was in certain 
cases something ete, delicate, not that the accused 
was guilty but that he had not been enough upon his 
guar —parum cavisse videtur. English law, however, 

not quite so refined. It requires in criminal trials 
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something like a point blank verdict of guilty ; and 
this unfortunate circumstance has given rise to a debate 
between the Bench and the Bar of the Middlesex 
Sessions somewhat warmer in complexion than is usual 
even in that quarter, which is saying a good deal. A 
Mr. Meany was indicted upon a charge of see 
goods by false pretences, upon which the jury at 
returned a verdict that he had in fact made the false 
— and that the goods were advanced on the 
alse pretences, but that he intended to pay for them— 
which reminds one of the joke about the jury who 
returned a verdict of not guilty accompanied with a 
hope that the prisoner would not commit the same 
offence again. Mr. Payne, the deputy assistant-judge, 
considered that he could not receive the verdict in the 
shape proposed by the jury, whereupon they returned 
a verdict of guilty simpliciter. Then amici curiae in 
hosts, led on by Mr. Ribton—who is largely employed 
in ‘that court in protecting the liberties of British 
subjects—attacked the judge with a vehemence and 
pertinacity hardly consistent with the profession of 
friendship on which alone they held their footing in 
court. Among the Old Bailey practitioners, however, 
an amicus curie is generally to be found in the shape of 
a counsel who has not but ought to have been retained 
for the prisoner. In other Courts counsel who act as 
amicus curie generally content themselves with merely 
informing the Court of some decision or enactment, 
and never think it their duty to beset the judge with 
vociferous arguments in favour of their suggestions. 


Tue Perrotevm Act is now being enforced in the 
metropolis. The opinion of the Recorder and Com- 
' mon Sergeant has been taken as to the mode of carrying 
the provisions of the statute into execution, and the 
following plan has been adopted upon their recom- 
mendation :—Licences in a certain form, and signed by 
two of its members, are to be granted by the Court of Al- 
dermen for six months, and no feeis to be taken for such 
licences. .The application for a licence must describe 
the premises and the mode in which it is proposed to 
keep petroleum or its product, the receptacles or vessels 
to be used, the means proposed to prevent damage from 
explosion or fire, and the distance of the premises from 
the nearest dwelling-house or other building. A licence 
will be granted upon the general condition that no 
candle or artificial light of any description shall at any 
time be introduced into any part of the premises in 
which the inflammable materials in question shall be kept. 
The 3rd section of the Act provides that, from and 
after the Ist of October inst., not more than fort 
gallons of petroleum shall be kept within fifty pee 
of a dwelling-house, or of a building in which goods 
are stored, except on a licence granted by some local 
authority contemplated by the statute, and that an 
petroleum kept in contravention of it shall be forfeited, 
while the occupier of the place in which it is stored will 
be liable to a penalty not exceeding £20 a-day. 


THE EXACTIONS OF RAILWAY COMPANIES, with respect 
to “fares,” have again been the cause of loud complaints 
on the part of those who travel on their lines, whom 
the columns of Dhar Times have recently afforded 
an opportunity of stating their grievances to a sympa- 
thising public. These Sorell here elicited ride WA 
Barrister” a letter, which we think correctly states 
what the law upon the subject is, so far as it is at pre- 
sent mnetanat. The letter, which we extract from the 
Times, after alluding to the special grievances referred 
to, proceeds as follows :— 

The railway companies are common carriers of passengers 
for hire and subject to most of the old rules relating to common 
carriers, They have an undoubted right to demand a fare 


for a journey to an intermediate station higher than what they 
take for a journey to a more distant station even on the same 
line; the two journeys are substantially distinct, even though 
physically the shorter and more expensive journey represents 
a fraction of the other. Besides the effect of competition, 





which is of course the operative cause of this difference being 
made in the fares, many others concur in some cases to m 
the difference far from unreasonable. 
the railway official that the ticket is a contract, whereby the 
traveller agrees to travel, is altogether erroneous. The only 
contract between the parties is on the part of the passenger to 

y his fare, and on the part of the company to carry him if 
he desires to travel; there is no right whatever on the part of 
the company to prevent the traveller determining his journey at 
any station where the train stops to put down passengers. 
The ticket is no contract, nor the evidence of a contract; it is 
simply “a ticket,” showing that the holder has paid his fare; 
the contract of the passenger is “ executed,” as the lawyers say, 
as soon as the fare is paid. If, however, the passenger breaks 
his journey at any other station than the one to which he has 
paid his fare, and the fare for the journey pow made (whether 
the journey is shorter or longer is immaterial) is greater than 
what he has paid, he isjbound to pay the difference; in fact, he 
is bound to pay the fare for the new journey, taking credit 
for what he has, already paid. The company may rua 
special trains and may decline to book passengers. even from 
stations where that train may stop, for water or any other 
purpose; but if a train is publicly advertised to run from a 
particular station at a particular hour they have no right to 
refuse to carry any one presenting himself and offering, within 
a reasonable time before starting, to pay the fare, and any 
passenger is justified, short of personal violence, in insisting on 
travelling by the train, and the company have no claim against 
him except for his fare. The absence of a ticket is of no con- 
sequence except where it arises from an intention to evade 
payment of the fare, * 


THE COLLECTION OF RATES AND TAXEs has hitherto 
been made more oppressive and odious to many persons 
than it need have been. When some unfortunate rate- 
payer was in arrear for several rates at the same time 
it was the practice to issue a separate summons and 
order for each rate, and so greatly to increase the ex- 
pense and vexation; but by an Act of last session, 
25 & 26 Vict. c. 82, any number of local rates and 
taxes may be included in the same summons and order, 
and no costs are to be allowed in respect of several 
summonses or orders in cases where, in the opinion of 
the a or Court having jurisdiction, one document 
a - have sufficed, having regard to the provisions of 
the Act. 


ENGLIsH JupGes are paid much more liberally than 
their continental brethren. The salaries of the French 
judges have been hitherto extremely low, but from 
January next they are to be raised to the following 
standard :—the presidents and the first general-advocate 
of the “Cour de Cassation” are to have 25,000 francs; 
the other general-advocates, 20,000 francs; the coun- 
cillors, 10,000 francs ; and the greffiers, 5,000 francs. At 
the Imperial Courts of Justice, the councillors are to 
have respectively 11,000, 7,000, and 5,000 francs; the 
presidents of the chamber and the first general-advocates, 
13,206 to 5,833 francs. At the civil tribunals, the 
salary of the judges and substitutes varies from 2,700 to 
8,000 francs; of the presidents and procurateurs, from 
3,000 to 10,000 francs ; of the juges d’instruction, from 
2,880 to 9,000 francs; and of the greffiers from 1,200 to 
2,700. 


Tue Court or Common Councit on Thursday, by a 
large majority, declined to suspend their standing order 
whereby members of the Court are debarred from be- 
coming candidates for offices in the gift of the Corpora- 
tion. The result of this vote is that many members of the 
Court who are solicitors are prevented from contesting 
the City solicitorship. The candidates for that office, 
therefore, are at present Mr. Rose, of Salisbury- 
street; Mr. Nelson, of the firm of Lowless & Nelson, 
Threadneedle-street ; Mr. Saxton, Ward Clerk of Corn- 
hill ; and Mr. Stutchbury, the late City Solicitor’s clerk. 
The time for the election is not yet named; but it is 

robable that at the next Court of Common Council a 

y will be fixed for the election. . 


Lorp Durreny, Deputy Lieutenant of the county 


Ocr. 18, 1862, 


The idea, however, of | 
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of Down, has summoned the magistrates of the county 
to consider the propriety of presenting a testimonial to 
Mr. Jones, who had been for many years the assistant- 
barrister of that county. 


Tue Duke or Newcastxe has 5 perm Mr. John 
C. Whyte, Barrister-at-Law, Police Magistrate of Hong 


mre 
a oe 


ACCIDENTS TO SERVANTS. 


In the United Kingdom, where manufactures have 
become the main business of life, and have reached an ex- 
tent and importance unknown and undreamed of in for- 
mer ages, the various questions between master and ser- 
vant have acquired a legal prominence which in less busy 
communities they will probably never be able to attain. 
Among these the liability of the master or employer in 
cases of corporeal injury to thé employed must always 
stand pre-eminent, since on its proper solution may de- 

nd the health and even the lives of thousands of 

uman beings. The vast development of machinery 
has given birth, within the last few years, to a hundred 
new and unexpected dangers, and the workman walks 
unarmed in the midst of perils like a man with naked 
feet dancing in a labyrinth of sword blades. Although 
the masters are the class who profit most by the progress 
of manufactures, it must be remembered that the em- 
ployed and the whole nation benefit by it also. Thus 
we should not be dealing practically with the question 
if we were to throw upon the employers the whole 
burden of the dilemma. Let us try to examine very 
briefly the present law on the subject, and consider 
whether there is anything wanting, and what measures 
have been or may be suggested by way of amendment. 

It is natural and proper that if a workman is injured 
by pure accident, the master should incur no liability. 
Accordingly, in such cases, the law has never interfered, 
and the workman’s only protection is to demand higher 
wages in proportion to the risk. But it frequently 
happens that injuries'do not arise from pure accident, 
but from negligence of the master, negligence of a fel- 
low servant, or negligence of the employed himself. In 
the first of these cases the law supplies a remedy, but in 
the other two it refuses to interfere. Moreover, the 
remedy in case of negligence of the master is fettered b 
two very unfortunate conditions; for first, the negli- 
gence must be personal on the part of the master, and 





, secondly, the injured person must have shown no negli- 


nce himself. It results from the former rule that the 
injured man has only a very limited protection inet 
defective machinery and dangerous modes of working, 
and from the latter that if he acquiesce too readily in 
any irregularity, his own laches will deprive him of his 
remedy against those of his master. 

Thus, in considering the law as it now stands, we have 
three complaiuts to make ; the first, that if a workman 
is injured by the negligence of a fellow-servant he 
has no remedy against the master;. and further that 
he is to a great extent deprived, under certain cir- 
cumstances, of his remedy in case of negligence on the 
part of his employer. The first point was established, 
not without some contest, by the cases of Hutchinson v. 
The York, Newcastle, and Berwick Railway Company, 
5 Exch. 343; and Barton Hill Coal Comey v. Reid, 
6 W. R. 664—decided: apparently u the general 

inciple that a workman enters into the contract with 
bis eyes open and is aware of the risk he will have to 
run. It may be urged in opposition to this view, that 
he is aware of the necessary and ordinary risk, but that 
the risk arising from a fellow-servant's negligence is 
A master is responsible to 


carelessness, and there is: nothing, we submit, in an 
ordinary contract for service, which should deprive an 

aes workmaa of the protection which that respon- 
ibility affords to other people. 





The hardship as s the second point consists in 
this, that in case of injury from defective machinery, the 
workman, for the technical reason of want of privi 
cannot get damages as against the maker, ( Winter- 
bottom v. Wright, 10 M. & W. 109); and as the master 
has not usually caused the defect by personal negligence, 
there is, as a ar rie rule, no possibility of obtaining 
damages at all. It may be doubted whether. this con- 
clusion of law is based on sound principles. In reason 
and justice the responsibility must be somewhere, and 
there seems to be no valid argument why it should no6. 
reside in the man who ordered the machinery, and whe 
ought to have selected a competent person to make it. 


We must briefly allude to the third point. We shall 
say nothing of the simplest instances of mized negli- 
gence, where the master and the injured servant are 
equally guilty, although even in these cases so i 
might perhaps be done to apportion the blame; but 
the mere absence of protest on the part of the servant 
certainly ought not to shield the master who provides 
imperfect machinery or otherwise places the workmaa 
in unnecessary danger. Since the decision in Holmes v. 
Clark, 10 W. R. 405, it appears to be a question for 
jury, whether absence of point amounts to negli 3 
and this arrangement, although likely to be satisfactory 
in most instances, may be a source of cruel hardship 
if there should be tyranny on one side or timidity om 
the other. 

Considering the immense importance of sound animal 
power in a country which lives entirely by labour, it is 
evident, apart from any considerations of morality, that 
public policy demands every care for the preservation of 
the livesand health of working men. Ifour lust forwealth. 
or our love of industry compel us to invite comparatively 
ignorant men to employments of a necessarily peri 
nature, we should be pre 
fit of our knowledge, and we should shrink from no ree 
sponsibility which the nature of our positien imposes 
upon us. It can scarcely be said that we act this honest 
and manly part so long as we refuse to recognise con- 
structive negligence and permit the servant to suffer for 
the master’s having defective machinery. It is evident 
that the workmen can have no control over the machi- 
nery or the mode of working; they must obey their 
hierarchy of rulers, which rises rank above rank till it 
culminates in the master himself; and as bes have no 
voice in importing new engines or new methods, it is 
not fair that they should bear all the risk that such im- 
portation involves. With regard to injuries by a fellow- 
servant, the law is again somewhat harsh, for it deprives 
the employed of a right to which any stranger would 
be generally entitled. We may add that acquiescence 
ought to be very clearly proved if it is to be accounted 
equivalent to negligence, for it is certain that it may well 
be the result of improper influence, and that most work- 
men would sooner put up with much danger and iticon- 
venience rather than risk their places by making any 
objection or remonstrance. 


If the bill introduced by Mr. Ayrton on this sub- 
ject had passed, the various hardships to which we 

ave alluded would, as far as we can see, have been 
provided against. We do not indeed assert that no 
further legislation would have been required, for 
there never was an Act of Parliament so perfect as en- 
tirely to defy evasion ; but the several cases which we 
have noticed would have been dealt with, and to the 
best of our judgment we think they would have been 
dealt with effectually. It is highly desirable at any 
rate that Parliament should Jay down some rules on the 
subject, and as the Bill of Mr. Ayrton seems calculated 
to meet the principal difficulties of the case, we shall 
have great satisfaction in seeing it re-introduced at the 
earliest possible opportunity. 


s. 
¥ 





perilous . 
to give them ail the bene~_ 
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LEGISLATION OF TIE SESSION, 1862. 

We: propose to offer on the leading statutes passed 
daring the last session a series of papers containing such 
comments as may convey tothe reader’s mind a com- 
prehensive notion of the changes thus introduced into 
eur law. A general knowledge of the branch of law 
to which each enactment relates will be presumed by 
us te be already possessed by our readers. The space 
ayailable for our comments on the statutes, would 
not suffice either for a general and detailed treat- 
ment of the law applicable to the’subject-matter of each, 
er for formal readings on the statutes themselves. But 
we think that a compendious statement, first, of the 
slatus in quo of the law prior to the enactment, and, 
secondly, of the nature of the alteration made, will be 
beth useful and interesting, and may be found not only 
immediately profitable, as awakening attention to the 
passing changes in the legal world, but also as no 
useless helps to further investigation. By a glance at 
eur observations on the statutes, and also at the principles 
ef the decisions of the House of Lords, the reader will 
be placed as it were in possession of the chief alterations 
in English law. The decisions of the Lords may per- 
haps not inaptly be considered as indicating that portion 
of. our jurisprudence which is the natural fruit of time 
and accretion; while the statutes indicate changes -in 
eur law that may be correctly termed organic. 


. Ausrrattan CoLontes GOVERNMENT : 25 Vict. c. 11. 


The first statute upon which we offer any comments, 
is the Act to explain an Act intituled, “ An Act for the 
better Government of her Majesty's Australian Colonies.” 
By. the statute cited in the title of this Act it was provided 
that the Governor and Legislative Councilsof New South 
Wales, Victoria, Van Dieman’s Land, and South Aus- 

tralia, should be empowered to substitute by statute a 
Council and House of Representatives for the then exist- 
ing Legislative Council; provided that the statute, 
passed to effect this, should be reserved for the signifi- 
cation of her Majesty’s pleasure thereon, and a copy of 
the same laid before the Houses of Parliament for thirty 
days at least prior to such signification being sought of 
her Majesty. Acts were passed in these colonies to the 
effect mentioned, but were not so reserved for the signi- 
fication of her Majesty's pleasure, nor laid before the 
Houses of Parliament. The first section of the present 
statute, therefore, provides that “ Acts passed by cer- 
tain legislative councils, and assented to by governors, 
be as effectual as if the conditions specified had been 
complied with.” The second and third (or last) sections 
are virtually only explanatory of the first. The powers 
of the governors of the Southern colonies have lately 


been much discussed, especially in respect of their right | 


to, proclaim martial law. Sir George Grey did so in 
New Zealand in 1845; Sir Charles Hotham did the 
same at Ballarat in Victoria in 1854; and Governor 
Gore Browne acted likewise in New Zealand, in 
February, 1860. The extent of their powers generally 
has likewise been much discussed, and is a question that 
is. daily becoming important in proportion to the in- 
‘exease of the colonies in wealth and population. The 
porctoce of a colony exercises only such powers of the 
rown as are expressly delegated to him. The non- 
existence of a power in the Crown as, for instance, the 
acknowledged illegality of a proclamation of martial 
law, as declared by the Petition of Right (1628), 
prevents the exercise of any such power by the go- 
vernor of a colony. In short, the governor of a colony 
ean only exercise such powers as are delegated to him 
by his commission, or by the charter of his colony, 
or by some equally binding instrument under the great 
seal. If he exceed the powers thus conferred upon him, 
he renders himself liable to an action at the suit of the 
rty injured, and it may be even to an indictment, if 

ve act in which he exceeds his powers amounts toa 
eriminal offence: Fabrigas y. Mostyn, 20 State Trials; 





Cameron v. Kyte, 3 Knap. P. C. Cas. 3382; C il ¥. 
Hail, Camp. 210; Hill v. Bigge, 3 Moo. P. C. 476; 
Wall v. Macnamara, cited 1 T. R. 536. See also G 

v. Houston, 2 Man. & Gr. 337; Wyatt v. Gore, Holt 
N. P. 295; Bradly v. Arthur, 4 B. & C,292; Oliver v. 
Bastick, 3 Taunt. 456. It thus appears that the 
governor of a colony cannot avail himself of the maxim, 
“the Queen can do no wrong ;” for he is not the gene- 
ral representative of the Crown, but merely acts for the 
sovereign in those cases to which his delegated powers 
expressly-extend. Neither can he haye resort. to the 
plea of judicial irresponsibility. ‘lhe present enactment 
was, therefore, most imperatively required, not so much 
indeed ex post facto to legitimate certain illegal acts on 
the part of governors, as to compensate for the omission 
of otherwise indispensable formalities. Any person who 
is in any respect injured by the governor of a colony 
will, when seeking redress, find in the foregoing cases 
ample authority in support of his claim. 


» 


The Courts. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner FoNBLANQUE.) 


Oct. 10.—In re Richardson.—To-day was appointed for a 
meeting for the examination of Mr. Riches, a solicitor, and who 
was also trade assignee of the bankrupt’s estate, touching the 
estate and effects of the bankrupt; and other persons were joined 
in the summons, 

Mr. Pook now appeared for Mr, Riches, and contended that 
the summons must be dismissed. He said that the bankrupt 
had been formerly in partnership with another person, but the 
partnership was dissolved; and, subsequently, Richardson was 
made bankrupt, and the present proceedings were taken by 
Mr. Charnock, on the part of a creditor of the joint estate. He 
(Mr. Pook) argued that, under the 140th section of the Act of 
1849, a creditor of the joint estate could only prove against 
the separate estate, for the purpose of voting for the choice of 
assignees, and in opposition to the certificate. That portion 
of the act had not been repealed, and therefore, the creditor had 
no locus standi, as he was not interested in the administration 
of the separate estate until all the separate creditors had been 
paid in full, He (Mr. Pook) therefore asked for the summons 
to be dismissed with costs. 

Mr. Charnock said the meeting was for the purpose of ex- 
amining witnesses as to the estate of the bankrupt. Mr. Riches 
had. been solicitor to the bankrupt, and was chosen assignee by 
bankrupt’s brother, and all the bankrupt’s furniture had been 
removed to his wife’s mother’s, 

Mr. Pook said the proceedings were exceedingly irregular. 
Mr, Riches, besides being assignee, was.a solicitor and officer 
of this court, and the proper course, if he had acted improperly, 
would be to petition for his removal from the office of assignee. 

Mr. Charnock, in reply to a question from the commissioner, 
having stated that he appeared for a creditor on the joint, estate, 
his Honour refused to proceed farther in the matter. 

Application refused without costs. 

Mr. Pook stated that the allegation against Mr. Riches was 
entirely unfounded. 


—— In re Johnson.—In this case the bankrupt had suc- 
ceeded in annulling his bankruptcy, the creditors under it 
being willing to accept a mere composition 
of the debts. 

Mr. Reed now appeared in support of a summons calling 
upon the inspectors to show cause why they should not 
pay to his client the amount of the composition upon his 
debt which had been proved under the bankruptey. Notice 
had been given to the inspectors to produce the deed, but: it 
was not produced, the inspectors stating that they had not 
got it. 

In the absence of the deed the Commissionzgr declined to 
proceed, and left the creditor to his caper at law. 

Mr. Bagley, for the inspectors, then applied for the costs of 
ee Come declined to gi the 
le ISSIONER to give any, observing that 
creditor wes at arm’s upon Miviaale pretence. 





Primé facie the creditor had oie nothing, His (the Commis- 
| sioner’s) view of the case. was that the 
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their remedy at law. Before the Court here could interfere, a 
deed must be produced in strict compliance with the statute; 
but he thought the inpsectors here were doing, wrong because 
the other creditors had been paid and the complaining creditor 
lind not received anything. 

Application refused without costs, 


— Inre Van Oppen.—tIn this case Mr. Reed appeared for a 
creditor in support of three summonses which had been issued 
for the examination of the bankrupt, and other persons, as to 
the bankrupt’s property. All proceedings in the bankruptey 
had, however, been stayed upon an undertaking of the bank- 
rupt to pay his debts by instalments, It was objected by Mr. 
Sargood, on the part of the trustees for the creditors, that no 
application had been made for the issuing of the summonses, 
and that they were informal and irregular. 

The Commisstoner said that an application should have 
been made for the summonses, and that application should 
have ‘been ‘supported ‘by affidavit. ’ In all these cases there 
should be a specific notice of motion supported by affidavit. 
The creditor should proceed as under the old bankrupt law. 

Summonses dismissed, bet without costs. 





REGISTRATION COURTS. 
' Crry or Loxpon. 
(Before Mr. Atrrep Hanson, Revising Barrister.) 


Oct. 6.—Mr. Douglas Brooke Sladen, solicitor, claimed to 
be placed on the register in respect of a suite of offices in No. 
2, King’s Arms-yard, in which he carried on his business. The 
claim was objected to on the ground that, being described as 
“ offices,” the premises did not come within ‘the description of 
“ warehouse, shop or counting house,” required by the Act to 
constitute a qualification. Considerable discussion ensued.upon 
the question and the claim eventually stood over for decision. 


Oct. 12,—This morning Mr. Hanson gave his decision in the 
case, and said—Mr. Sladen claimed to vote in respect of pre- 
mises in King’s Arms-yard, occupied by him as offices for 
carrying on his business asa solicitor. Before the case of Cook 
v. Humber, 10 W. R.427, the.criterion of qualification in cases 
of occupiers of portions of houses was, whether or not the land- 
lord resided on the premises. ‘The prior cases settled that the 
question of qualification or no qualification depended on the 
nature of the tenancy—ie., whether the occupier was to be 
deemed a terant ora lodger, If the landlord resided in the 
house all the occupiers were regarded as lodgers only, whether 
they occupied for residential or for business purposes. If the 
landlord did not reside, they, the occupiers, were deemed 
tenants, whether the occupation was for business or residence, 
The case of Cook v. Humber introduced a new criterion; the 
nature of the occupation was held to be immaterial, as also 
the questions whether the landlord resided or not, and whether 
or not the occupiers had the exclusive control of the outer 
door, 2nd the criterion was the nature of the premises occu- 
pied—i.e., whether they were a “ house, counting-house, shop, 
warehouse, or other building.” It was held that the occupa- 
tion of part of a house for purposes of residence did not confer 
avote, In cases then of the occupation of part of a house, 
the question now is whether it is oceupied for residence only, 
or is occupied for purposes of business, so as-to constitute a 
house, counting-house, shop, warehouse, or other analagous 
building, Then, did Mr. Sladen (not occupying a shop, ware- 
house, or counting-house) occupy an “ analagous building?” 
There would be no difficulty in holding that he did, ex- 
cept for the case of Wilson v. Roberts, 10 W. R. 429 (mn), 
in which the qualification rejected by the Court of Com- 
mon Pleas, was “offices.” But in the case of Toms vy, 
Luckett, 5 C. B. 28, Chief Justice Wilde, in his judg- 
ment remarked —“* Now what was intended to. be com- 
prised in these words, ‘house, warebouse, counting-house, 
shop, or other building?’ We know perfectly well that 
what is meant by a ‘counting-house,’ as contradistinguished 
from a house, is an apartment in a house used for 
| aga purposes; and so isa ‘warehouse’-and a ‘shop.’ 

ey all seem to me to import parts of a house used for par- 
ticular purposes. But then the act goes on to say ‘or other 
building.’ It appears to me that these words were meant to 
ine:ude occupation like that of a warehouse, counting-house, or 
shop.” It is, therefore, quite clear that a of a house 
occupied for purposes of business is a sufficient qualification. 
Now in Wilson v. Roberts, there was the fact that the land- 
lord resided in the house; and it was on that ground that I 
decided against the qualification, following the cases prior 





to Cuok v. Humber. The Court of Common Pleas coufirméd 
my decision. It certainly did not occur tomy miad teraise 
the question of the sufficiency of the tenement occupied. The 
case was argued on appeal, together with that of Cusk-s, 
Humber; judgment was reserved, and was afterwards givea 
confirming the decision, but on a different ground. TheCowst 
did not go into the natare of the occupation, but decided that 
the tenement was of insufficient character. At first sight is 
would appear that the Court intended to decide that the oc 
cupation of part of a house for business purposes wus iz- 
sufficient unless it could fall under the denomination ofa 
“* shop, warehouse, or-counting-house.” But I cannot imagine 
that this was the intention, but rather that, as it appeared on 
the case, that the occupation was of part of a heuse—and 
there was nothing before the court to show the purpese. fur 
which it was ied—the judgment was come te without 
reference to the use of the premises for business purposes. 
The full facts of the case were not before the Court. I fee!, 
therefore, that I am justified in deciding in favour of the 
tranchise in the cases of Mr. Sladen and the other gentlemen 
carrying on professional business in parts of houses. Theoily 
difficulty is as to-how I am to describe the premises. 1 can 
hardly use the word “offices” in the face of the jwigmentéa 
Wilson v. Roberts. 

Some conversation then ensued as to the manner in whieh 
the qualification should be described, and it was eventuidiiy 
agreed to describe the holding as “ business offices.” 








Frxspory. 

(Before Mr. Tuomas Hutt Terrecy, Revising Barrister) 

Oct. 10.—At the court held this morning for revising the 
lists of the borough of Finsbury, in the Lord Justices’ Cvert, 
Lincoln’s-inn, Mr. W. Sandiland claimed to vote in respect-of 
his occupation of a'house in Hatton-garden. Mr. Sandiland 
occupied the whole of the house except one room, which wk 
been retained by the landlord, who was a solicitor, for the par- 
pose of his business. The landlord was entered on the rate 
book as theoccupier. ‘The claim was objected to on the grouwd 
that Mr. Sandiland was not the occupier of the house withia 
the meaning of the Act of Parliament. 

Mr. Terrell said he must treat the landlord as the eccnpier. 
If the claimant had occupied the whole house and thea re-let 
one room, the case would have been different. As it «was, the 
landlord underlet.a portion of the house to Mr. Sandilaad, bus 
that could not be considered occupation under the Act. He 
confessed he hada leaning to pat claimants on the register 
when he saw that the qualification was of a substanti:) cha- 
racter, but of course he must strictly conform to the previsiewe 
of the Act of Parliament. ‘The landlord could net. vote ia 
respect of the premises, because he resided beyond the boumis, 
neither could the claimant, because he was not an occupies ae-~ 
cording to the Act. 


Dn 
~~ 


Correspondence. 





*,* Aw ARTICLED CLERK.—The questions for the interar. 
diate examination of July last have rot been published. We 
believe the Council! do not allow the publication of the questions 
used at these examinations, and they act wisely in taking this 
step, as its effect is to remove one of the greatest inducements 
to mere “ cramming.” 





County Courts “ Costs, -CHArGEs, AND Expens:s.” 

In your publication of the 4th instant, a letter appeared 
under the above title, signed“ A Country Atiorney,” upon 
which I wish to ofler a few remarks, 

The two cases first pat by your.correspondent may seme- 
times happen—but, instead of their being of daily or heutiy. 
occurrence, I am quite satisfied they are unfrequent. 

The “Country Attorney ” then alludes to his having ad 
the superior courts in preference to the county courts in cellect- 
ing a number of small debts; but he says nothing adout the 
heavy costs to which tle small debtors were subjected, withou 
he seems to be keenly alive to the “great evil” of the costs ia 
the county courts. [ am sure he.is in error in thinkiag.i.tee- 
pleader claims are so numerous in the county courts. 

The case of the executor who brought actious in the county 
court to recover nearly £400 and succeeded in. getting but 
£5 needs some explanation; surely, if the partics sucd bet 
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the means of paying, he could have made them do so; and if 
they were paupers, why did he sue them? 

I have been connected with one of the coynty courts since 
their establishment; and, whatever may be written either 
against them or in their favour, the following facts are the best 
proof of the estimation in which they are held by the public, 
ne that the system, although not faultless, on the whole works 
well, 

Ist. The large number of actions brought in the county 
eourts, and especially for sums exceeding £20, in which cases 
the superior courts have a concurrent jurisdiction with the 
eonnty courts. 

2nd. The small number of appeals from the decisions of the 
eounty court judges, and 

3rd. That a jury is so rarely demanded—although, for 5s., 
either plaintiff or. defendant may have one in any case in 
which the sum claimed amounts to £5, 


A REGISTRAR. 





DEVISE,—F REEHOLDS. 


I quite agree with your correspondent ‘A. C. P.,” in think- 
ing that, in the case above referred to, J. would be entitled to 
one-third of T.’s moiety, but I gather from “A. C. P.’s” answer 
that he is of opinion that T. took an estate in fee simple, and 
that consequently J, must take the same. 

It appears to me, however, to be open to contention that T. 
took an estate tail. For, as the will in question is to be con- 
strued under the old law, it may be contended that the fee 
simple originally created in T. is cut down to an estate in tail 
general by the subsequent words—“if any of my said children 
die leaving no lawful issue or issues.” 

The eflect of the word “share” is, I think, clearly to give 
J.the same kind of estate in the hereditaments as the whole 
estate of which such share forms part, and therefore, according 
to the above view, J. would take an estate in tail general in 
one-sixth of the freeholds devised by D. 

The cases on the construction of such words as “die without 
issue” are rather difficult to reconcile, and I do not therefore 
with thorough confidence advance the above view, but merely 
suggest it for the consideration of your original correspondent, 
“Fr. a.” W. 





MortTGace or Sure.—Stamp Dory. 


If it be not too late to answer the appeal of your corres- 
pondent H. A. A., in your number of October 4th, I may re- 
mark, first, that I know of no cases upon the point he names, 
and believe it has never been before the courts. 

Formerly it was the practice very generally to consider 
that if any other thing than the ship and her tackle were as- 
signed the exemption did not apply. But of late the Inland 
Revenue Office have, to my own knowledge, given a more 
liberal interpretation to the clause of the Act, and, to deeds 
wherein freight and policies were assigned, as well as the ship 
and her tackle, have affixed the “adjudication” stamp 
without the payment of any stamp duty. 

Your correspondent’s case, however, is slightly different 
from the cases I have named, as it is a deed separate from 
that which assigns the ship. But as, nevertheless, it is an 
assignment (as well as a deed of covenants) of a “ share or 
interest” in the ship—policies and earnings being construed 
as such by the Inland Revenue Office—I think the adjudica- 
tion stamp would be affixed to it also without the payment of 
duty ; and, in the absence of a decision of the courts, this is the 
only means of settling the question. 

‘The question is one frequently arising in practice, and there- 
fore merits the attention of the framers of future Acts—as a 
elause might, I submit, be easily framed to exempt all such 
deeds from duty. ’ A. F. H. 





Tue Lunacy Act.—ScorLann. 

The Lunacy Act of last session relating to Scotland is, I 
think, deserving of attention by the readers of your journal. 
Short allusions to Acts of Parliament are generally useful, and 
familiarize the profession and the public with such matters, the 
sange of statute law being now very great. The two previous 
Acts, 20 & 21 Vict., and 21 & 22 Vict.; are, it will be observed, 
vecited, and the Board of Commissioners constituted by the 
first of these Acts is continued subject to the operation of the 
present Act. The necessity for some of the definitions given 
im the interpretation clause is, I think, somewhat amusing. But 
what I pro to myself is to draw attention to some of the 


powers of this Act as well deserving notice by English practi- 





tioners and, I may say, by the English public. The Act con- 


tains a power to license lunatic wards of workhouses, or 
rather what are called in the Act poor-houses. This power it 
seems is only to apply to persons not requiring “curative 
treatment,” and it is difficult to conceive the object of such a 
power unless it be merely temporary custody. 

The power which the Act contains to license private houses 
for the reception of lunatics “not exceeding four in number” 
is, I think, deserving of attention, Such houses are, it will be 
seen, to be subject to the rules and regulations of the board, 
Then the power for persons to enter a lunatic asylum “ volunt- 
arily” is one which in early cases of lunacy will probably be 
found useful and meet the feelings of the lunatic and his 
family. The natural abhorrence one has to a lunatic asylum 
is such that it is difficult to conceive a voluntary application 
for admission. This, however, will no doubt yield to the pres- 
sure of circumstances and the conviction that such individual will 
be under the protection of the law. Difficulties will, I ap- 
prehend, arise as to the mental capacity of the lunatic to make 
the declaration required by the Act. 

‘A very judicious power is, I observe, given by the Act for 
licensing charitable institutions for imbecile children. This 
is truly valuable, as it will put such children under the pro- 
tection of the law; but the clause, sect. 7, is certainly vague 
as to this. ‘The only other power I need notice is that applic- 
able to pauper lunatics, who it seems may be placed in asylums 
outside the parish, It will be observed that the Act is careful 
as to the hostile committal of lunatics. An order of com- 
mittal is to be based upon a “petition,” a “statement of 
particulars,” and “ two medical certificates.” 

These allusions may be of service even to English practi- 
tioners as advice may in some cases be hastily sought on this 
side of the Tweed. The whole Act is, I think, deserving of 
attention by those who can give the time, and who loox at 
the purposes of legislation philosophically.  - 

It is, I think, an object to be desired that the laws of 
England and the two sister kingdoms should be assimilated 
as nearly, and as carly, as possible. All jurists, I believe, 
so think. J. CULVERHOUSE. 

3, Compton-street, Balls Pond, 13th October, 1862. 





Tne Law or “Common Pounp.” 

Though the “ common pound” or pinfold is an institution 
of great antiquity, existing in most, if not in all townships 
and parishes throughout the country, I cannot find any law on 
the subject, as to who is bound or liable to provide or maintain 
it. Most commonly, I believe, the surveyor of the highways 
or the local constable has had the charge of it, and kept it in 
repair, but it does not appear that either one or the other is 
under any legal obligation to keep it up, or in whom the 
property of it is, 

“Pound breach” is an offence; and the “common pound ” 
is mentioned in Acts asa prison for animals found straying 
or trespassing. It appears formerly to have been called “the 
lord's pound, “ from being built upon the waste.” 

Can any of your readers give me any law or authority on 
the subject. K. 





Tue New Lanp Reaistry. 

The effect of the Act of 25 & 26 Vict. cap. 53, to facilitate 
the proof of title to, and the conveyance of real estate, is purely 
to transfer the expense of the deduction of title from profes- 
sional gentlemen—solicitors and barristers—to the jurisdiction 
established by this Act. It seems to me to be a mistake to 
imagine that this Act will benefit the general public; for if a 
title is such that an applicant is enabled to get a declaration of 
indefensible title, he need not go to the expense of such a pro- 
ceeding, and if a party has not such a title he would be wrong 
—and his solicitor would be much to blame in advising hin— 
to expose his title to the public, for under this Act it is open 
to any one to come in and oppose the title. Is this prudent for 
any person with an infirm title to do? ‘Whereas if a party 
has a title he can dispose of his property under a proper form 
of agreement as t> making out of title, getting in old terms of 
years, &c., and if any question of title did arise during the in- 
vestigation it would be decided by the Court between the vendor 
and purchaser, without permitting a stranger or some party 
interested to come in and litigate the title. As to lesseni 
the expense, the party arzma the benefit of the Act will fin 
too late, to his cost that it is a failure—he will not get a de- 
claration of title unless he has a good and marketable title, for 
so the Act declares (see Sth and 7th sections). Let me ask, 
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therefore, what benefit is conferred on any one by this Act. 
If the owner of an estate has a good and marketable title, such 
as a court of equity would enforce, why seek the assistance of 
this tribunal at an enormous expence, for should a purchaser ob- 
ject to complete a contract, a court of equity (at the expense 
of such purchaser) will enforce the contract in a case where a 
good and marketable title is shown. In reference to proceed- 
ings without an indefeasible title the objections are more nu- 
merous, unless indeed it were held that thereby the applicant 
for such a registration acquired a good title by a continuous 
possession of ten years, without which he is not entitled to 
apply for any such registration of title. 

Surely the whole object of the Act seems fallacious—there 
is however one good in it—and that is, it is not obligatory. 
It would appear that the promoters of the Act were of opinion 
that every solicitor would advise his clients to apply for this 
statutory title, whereas I doubt whether any solicitor will be 
found to advise his client to put it in force, 

The difficulty hitherto experienced in the transfer of pro- 
perty has been owing to the ingenuity of conveyancing 
counsel, who, in order to “display skill, suggest points and 
create difficulties that are almost impossible to overcome, but 
all sanctioned by the technical phrase of “ good and market- 
able ”—of course this new tribunal must follow the plain and 
well-understood meaning of “good and marketable” which 
the Act expressly enacts as the qualification fer an applicant 
to possess when applying for a declaration of an indefeasible 
title. 

It is not assuming too much to foretell that this Act is 
likely to meet with the same fate as that part of the Irish 
Landed Estate Act of 21 & 22 Vict. c. 72, which authorises 
parties to obtain a declaration of indefeasible title and which 


has been in effect a dead letter. W. 





Societies and Enstitutions. 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The ninth half-yearly provincial general meeting of the 
above association was held at the Birmingham and Midland 
Institute, Birmingham, on Wednesday, the 8th inst., Mr. 
Anderton, the Chairman of the Board of Directors, presiding. 

The Secretary (Mr. Eiffe) read the notice cunvening the 
meeting, and also the report, of which the following is an 
abstract :—‘‘ The directors have the pleasure to report that 
the progress of the society during the past half year shows 
an accession of thirty-five new life, and eighty-four new 
annual members. The aggregate number of members now 
enrolled is 1,205, of whom 446 are life, and 759 are annual 
members. ‘The number of members contributing to the as- 
sociation under both denominations has been increased to 
thirteen. The total receipts for the half-year have amounted 
to £1,220 15s. 3d. Out of that amount the directors have 
mado a farther addition of £900 to the invested fund, which 
now consists of £3,816 lls. three per cent. Consols and 
£2,464 6s, India five per cent, stock, the dividends where- 
of, amounting to about £230 per annum, are applicable 
to purposes of relief. The directors hope soon to see this 
dividend income considerably increased, so that the use- 
fulness of the charity, which embraces for its objects the whole 
of England and Wales, may be largely extended, During 
the half-year the Board have received an application for as- 
sistance on behalf of the widow and children of a country 
member recently deceased, who joined the society in 
1858; they had the pleasure of responding with a donation of 
£50. There remains at the Union Bank of London a balance 
of £184 9s. 5d. to the society’s credit; in addition to which 
the directors have the pleasure to report the receipt, since the 
accounts were audited, of a second donaticn of five guincas from 
the Gloucestershire Law Society, making with a previous 
donation, the sum of fifteen guineas, an example which the 
directors hope to see followed by other societies. by a resolution 
passed at the general meeting in April, 1861, the Board are 
restricted to the relief of ‘Members and their families,’ and 
to the application to that purpose of the dividends upon the 
invested capital. Applications continue to be received from 
persons who do not come under these designations, and to 
whom, consequently, the society’s limited resources cannot, 
unfortunately, at present be applied, It is to be hoped, how- 
ever, that an increased liberality on the part of the profession 
will speedily enable the society to comply with some of these 
applications, The directors cannot too earnestly urge upon 





their professional brethren who have not, as yet, contributed 
to this society, the duty of affording their help to an instita- 
tion which has such pressing claims upon their benevolence. 
Upon the support accorded by the profession as a body must 
depend whether the society’s functions shall continue for an 
indefinite period only partially brought into action as at present, 
or its means of usefulness be rendered proportionate to the in- 
digence which comes within the legitimate development of its 
operations. 

The CuarrMAN, in moving the adoption of the report, en- 
larged upon the advantages resulting from a society having so 
benevolent and so prudent an object, and thought that hardl 
any member of the profession could feel that he was doing his 
duty unless he became a subscriber. Not that he might have 
cause to come upon the funds himself, though no one could 
tell how soon that might be, but that h3 might have the satis- 
faction and delight of doing something for his professional 
brother in affliction. 

Mr. C. A. Smiru, of Greenwich, in seconding the resolution, 
thought it right to say, for the credit of Birmingham, that the 
society had forty subscribers there. The resolution being 
carried, 

Mr. Payne, of Liverpool, moved a resolution commendi 
the association to the support of the profession. He remark 
that though their success had during the past half-year been 
very large, that success was mainly due to the £700 received 
in donations at the meeting over which Lord Chelmsford 
presided. 

The motion, seconded by Mr. Simpson, of Manchester, was 
carried. 

Votes of thanks -were then passed to the directors, to the 
auditors, and to the other officers of the association. 

The directors were then re-appointed, and two others were 
elected to assist them on the Board. 

On the motion of Mr. Snakn, the following resolution was 
passed as an instruction to the new Board of Directors: “ That 
in the opinion of this meeting the directors be authorised 
henceforth to grant relief iu accordance with the provisions of 
Rule 2, limiting the amount distributed to the dividend arising 
from the invested capital of the society.” Votes of thanks to 
the Council of the Midland Institute for the use of the room, 
Re to the Chairman for presiding, brought the proceedings to 
a close, 


- 
—> 


THE PROFESSION, THEIR CLIENTS, AND THE 
PUBLIC. 

At the recent meeting of the Metropolitan and Provincial 
Law Association at Birmingham, a paper “ On the relations 
between the profession, their clients, and the public,” was read 
by Professor G. J. Johnson, of Birmingham. 

He said, his object was to point out a few of the mistakes 
about the profession, which were constantly made by their 
clients and the public, of which the results were equally detri- 
mental to all. The first misconception and root of all others 
was the belief of the public that law is for the most part a wilful 
complication by lawyers, for their own benefit, of what ought 
to be a few simple rules, It was true that this fallacy was not 
often put into words, for it was just one of those absurdities 
which were refuted by putting them into plain English. It was as 
correct as to say that hunger and thirst were the inventions of 
bakers and brewers, and kept up by them for their selfish ends. 
Nevertheless, some such belief was the unconscious sentiment 
of the:great mass of their cliénts and the public. T 
believed that but for lawyers the enormous legend of i 
law could be cut down into a littlé pocket volume, which every 
body might buy at the railway stations for a shi and 
thereby become his own lawyer, without having a fool for his 
client. Even so able and acute a writer as the author of 
“ The History of Civilisation” adopted the same fallacy to the 
extent of arguing at great length that all our present and 
future legislation was and must be destructive, and that the 
statutes would by-and-bye be reduced toa minimum, He ad- 
mired the constant destruction which went on every session, 
but he saw no prospect on that account only that law 
would at present become more simple, because he that 
whilst we were repealing on.one hand, we were adding statutes 
and cases to an enormous extent upon subjects unknown to the 
any. sedioa won Ueyly tha vaante oupeceten, of Meenas 
any nation was simply ultimate average 
morality —the hardening of that morality into institations. 
English law was complex because English life was. complex, 
and for the present there did not appear much probability of 
its getting simplified, It would! im far away to indicate 
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the true remedy for this increasing evil. He was simply con- 
cerned now to point out that it was not the fault of the lawyers. 
So far from its being their fault, it was one of their most serious 
misfortunes—this constant and increasing mass of new law 
with which they had to struggle. The strength of this popular 
delusion, that somehow or another if lawyers could be got rid 
of law could be made very simple, was seen in the popularity 
of certain projects of law reform. In default of more exciting 
political questions this had now become as much a part of the 
ordinary business of the seSsion as the Annual Mutiny Act, or 
the voting of the supplies, and for the future the usual paragraph 
about. it might be expected with as much certainty as the infor- 
mation that “ the estimates have been prepared a with due regard 
toeconomy.” Butthe public test of the goodness or badness of 
any given law measure was a very simple one. If the lawyers 
disliked it they were sure it was a wonderful improvement; if 
the lawyers approved of it, or were indifferent to it, they 
would not be interested in it, although it were a second great 
charter or bill of rights. In fact, all popular measures of law 
reform, if they were correctly entituled, would be “ An Act for 
so and so—and for the better abolition of attorneys and solici- 
tors.” The effect produced was generally just the contrary of 
what was intended. Carelessly drawn Acts, passed without 
the slightest consultation with any branch of the profession, 
produced a plentiful crop of litigation, and, of course, the 
lawyers, who had had nothing in the world to do with nine- 
tenths of these measures, got all the discredit of their failure. 
Some things could not be reformed; there were certain evils 
inherent in luman nature, which, as long as men were what 
they were, they might alleviate but could not cure. Take the 
question of the administration of bankrupts” estates as an ex- 
ample. They might do this either on the theory that self- 
interest would always lead the creditors to look after them- 
selves, or that an official person whose daily business it was 
would doit better than an amateur, however interested. Each 
line of action had some advantages and evils which the other 
had not. Many years ago the abuse of creditor assigneeships 
led to the establishment of official assignees; and the com- 
mercial world, having forgotten all the evils of the old system, 
and seeing only the inconveniences of officialism, had suc- 
ceeded in partially reverting to the old system. In the 
Birmingham district it had been found, he thought, that 
the ideal creditor who haunted the imagination of the 
chambers of commerce, and who, as they fondly thought, 
would on all occasions step forward and gratuitously re- 
alise an enormous dividend, unreduced by any legal or 
other expenses, liad not yet appeared. If anything was to be 
done in any estate either the official assignee or a paid account- 
ant did it. Another point the, public generally forgot was that 
all changes in the law were enormously expensive, Who could 
compute the money which would be spent in litigation before 
the New Bankruptcy Act was so far judicially interpreted as 
to enable lawyers to tell what it meant? All this came 
directly out of the pockets of their clients, and they and tho 
public wondered that after each Parliamentary session had 
sown broadcast the seeds of litigation, they should bear fruit. 
Again, no change was likely to be prattically successful which 
did not commend itself to the profession generally. In the 
Incorporated Law Society, and in this Society, the profession 
had means cf ascertaining the opinion of those most likely to 
be acquainted with such subjects, and in the department of 
procedure, the only department which the lay public had left 
free from intermeddling, very great reforms had been effecte? 
with their entire concurrence and assistance. They knew 
very well that no law reform was likely to be of service that 
had not undergone much sifting and criticism; and if the 
Legisiature chose to dispense with the preliminary criticism of 
the profession, they naturally hesitated to put their own repu- 
tations and their client’s property upon the construction of 
some new enactment, which, when judicially interpreted, might 
be found to mean just the reverse of what was intended. 
Another blunder of their clients and the public was the way 
in which they treated the profession. If from the complexi- 
ties of the Jaw, or the ignorance of official forms, assistance of 
some kind or other was absolutely necessary, where was the 
benefit of the continual attempts of the public either to deprive 
lawyers of some portions of their proper'and regular employ- 
ment, or so: to lower the remuneration for it as to throw it en- 
tirely into the hands of the lower class of that miscellaneous 
fraternity—the general “agent?” The public thought they had 
done a wise thing in reducing the fees in county court pro- 
ceedings to an extent that made it impossible for a plaintiff in 
the great majority of small cases to avail himself of 

sional assistance-except at his.own:costs, What was the con- 





sequence? The creation of a tribe of so called “county 
court agents,” who, having none of tho restraints of profes- 
sional life, indemnified th lves for the apparent moderation 
of their pretended charges by the most outrageous extortion 
whenever they got the chance—which was not seldom, 
He could give one instance, which came under his own 
notice, which deserved mentioning. An agent forwarded 
particulars of a security to the firm of which he was a 
member; a surveyor was sent for and approved of it, and 
the business proceeded in the usual way, the agent having 
had nothing more to do than sending the particulars and 
calling occasionally to see how matters were progressing. On 
settlement he produced his little bill for £90, being his com- 
mission at 14 per cent. for procuration, besides several guineas 
more for attendance, and he (Professor Johnson) then dis- 
covered that his first step in the business was to get his 
‘*client ” to sign a formal agreement to pay him this sum— 
just six times an attorney’s procuration fee! As to efforts to 
improve their status, the history of the last thirty years might 
be summed up in a sentence: they have endeavoured to 
educate, organise, and improve; the Legislature and the 
public have looked coldly on and given every discouragement 
in their power. He could not help thinking that even the 
Judges and the Bar were not so desirous as might be wished 
to assist them in these laudable exertions. The last requisite 
was that of fair remuneration, If their clients are to be fairly 
and honourably served, the profession must receive at their 
hands such a reward as the education they required, and the 
responsibilities they incurred, fairly demanded. He was not 
prepared to say which was the best possible system of remu- 
neration, but he might shelter himself under the eminent 
authority of Lord Langdale, that the present was the worst. 
In the preparation of instruments, it was notoriously a premium 
to verbosity and slovenliness, and a discouragement to skill 
and conciseness. There was, however, another and less sordid 
kind of remuneration, which they, as a profession, should ask as 
a right, and not be satisfied until they got it, and that was the 
throwing open tke many of the numerous subordinate offices in 
the administration of justice to attorneys and solicitors. Every- 
body knew that the great prizes which the Church. and the 
Bar held out to all competitors liad a far wider influence on 
the status of those callings than on the fortunes of the few 
fortunate winners, and it could not be pretended that the 
public in general had any objection to see. public offices filled 
by attorneys and solicitors. 

A somewhat lengthy discussion took place on tbe paper, but 
the speakers generally concurred in all the opinions of the” 
writer of it. 

Mr. Hore Suaw expressed his heartiest concurrence with 
those portions of the paper which spoke of the improved educa- 
tion of the profession, and the disinclination of the judges and 
thebar to give attorneys and solicitors their countenance and 
support. As instances of the danger of law reform, too, he en- 
larged upon the bearing of the new bankruptcy Act and the 
new Acts relating to the transfer of land. 

Mr. Liver, of Bristol, concurred in the opinions expressed 
by Mr. Johnson, but thought that he had omitted to mention 
that some law reforms in recent years had been beneficial. 

Mr. TurneRr concurred with Professor Johnson in every par- 
ticular, and reminded Mr. Livett that those recent reforms 
which had been beneficial were precisely those with reference 
to which the profession had been consulted. 

Mr, Beare expressed similar views, and observed that Pro- 
fessor Johnson had carefully drawn the distinction between 
those reforms which were passed after careful consideration 
and those which had been hurried through the House without 
that deliberatioa which was necessary on so important a 
subject. 

Mr. Rose admitted that the paper was almost unanswerable, 
but thought, with reference to the latter part of it, that soli- 
citors at the present time held the status they ought to hold, 
and as to their becoming a band of place-hunters, he objected 
to it entirely, and pointed to America as an instance of the 
deplorable result of putting lawyers indiscriminately into all 
departments of government. 

With reference to the remuneration of the profession, Mr. 
Fry, of Bristol, thought that a quantum meruit payment was 
the best method supposing it were practicable, for now that 
the number of words in deeds was curtailed and more ht 
in their preparation entailed, the whole system of payment by 
the mere quantity was not a fair remuneration. 

Mr. Swaew agreed that the quantum meruit system was 
good, bat could not see how it could be subjected to the ordeal 
of t xing. The only way in which that principle could be 
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made practicable was in his opinion by rendering it per- 
fectly open to the profession to make a contract with the 
client. 

Mr. Lewis, of Wrexham, so far from mpm to see the 
system of taxing given up, thought it ought to be applied to 
other professions, such as that of the auctioneer, and that of 
the surgeon and barrister. From his own experience of the 
qualifications of a taxing master, he should be very sorry to 
allow one to judge the value of an attorney’s work. 

Mr. Rose reminded Mr. Lewis that the chancery taxing 
masters were attorneys, 

Mr. T. Kennepy thought it was more the system on which 
taxing masters had agreed todo their work than their inability 
to do it that led to the off-hand way in which it was often 
done. 

Mr. Rranp said the ad valorem principle of remuneration 
had been sanctioned by the 181st clause of the Transfer of 
Land Act. 

Mr. Jounson priefly replied, and the discussion closed, 
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Advmission of Attorneys. 


Queen's Bench, 
NOTICES OF ADMISSION. 
Michaelmas Term, 1862. 
{The clerks’ names appear in small capitals and the attorneys to whom 
articled-or assigned follow in ordinary type.] 

Banks, Witt1aM.—W. Banks, Preston; J. Catterall, Preston. 
Barrow, GeorGs.—Josh. Shipton, Chesterfield. 
BatcnE.or, Epwarp Jamesi—J, H. Torr, 18 New Bridge- 

street, Blackfriars, 
Bartey, Francis Sourer.—J. James, Wrington, near Bris- 

tol Somerset. 


_ Biccenpen, Joun Pattsnpen.—J. Biggenden, 5 Wall- 


brook, City; ‘I’. E. Tomlins, 9 Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Birtinenurst, Joun Wittram.—T. B, Cox, Poultry. 

Birp, Witt1am O’Moore.—J. Crowdy, 17 Serjeants’-inn, 
Fleet-street, 

Birt, Daniet.—J 8. Ingle, 37 King William-street, City. 

Boxp, Joun.—M. Myers, Preston. 

Booru, SamvuEL STEPnHENSON.—H, Booth, Holmfirth, York, 

Brivegk, Epwarp.—R. Lowman, d , Crewkerne, 
Somerset; G. L. Lang, Crewkerne, Somerset. 

BRipGMAN, CHRISTOPHER VICKRY, the Youager—C. y. 
Bridgman, Tavistock, Devon; W. P. Paull, Plymouth, 
Devon. - 

Brookes, Jonn. Henny.—J., Weymouth, 13 Clifford’s-inn, 
Fleet-street. 

Butien, Wititam Porix.—J. Wintle, Newnham. 

ButLer, CHartes Doncan.—dJas. Hore, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 


’ CLARKE, SpENcER.—J. Lamb, Andover, Southampton. 


Cortman, ArtHur.—W. Hunt, 3 Whitehall-place; R. T. 
Elsdale, 3 Whitehall-place, 

CRAVEN, Jonas, the Younger.--Thos. W. Clough, Huddersfield. 

Crook, Witit1am.—F. J. Fox, Sise-lane. 

Davies, Ricuarp Epmunp Exxins,—Attwood & Brown, 
Swansea, 

Dean, Henry.—H. Footner, Andover, Hants. 

De Castro, Danier, B.A.—G. L. Phipps, John-strect, 
Bedford-row, 

Deverovux, CHartes Witi1aM.—-J. Deveroux, Brom 

Drxon, Sreruen Brown, the Younger—S, B. Dixon, 
Pewsy, Wilts. 

FEeARENSIDE, JoHN, tho Senna —J. Feavenside, Burton, 
Westmoreland; Messrs. Seger Lower Grosvenor-street. 

Ferns, Grorce EGERTON. Ferns, Stockport. 

Fieip, CuarLes VentTris.—dJ. V. Field, 40 Ely-place, Hol- 
born; and Finchley, 

Forp, Wi1z1am Henry,—H. Ford, Portsea, Hants. 

GaIsrorD, CHARLES Wiuuas.—W, Gaisford, Berkeley, 
Gloucester. 


. Garsipe, Joun Epwarp.—J, Wilson, Jeton, 


Gascorne, Joun Fietcuer.—J, H. ey, Derby. 
Guirnes, WeEpsteR—R. Glynes, 8 Crescent, America- 
square. 


pps nian tg goenene-a. | Bape J. King’ "Teonle 
wal emple; wants, 7 King’s Bench-wa emple; 
C. Fiddey, 3 Hareourt-b ‘Tem emple. 1 
Grirrin, Wittiam Henry.—Finlay Knight, Birmingham, 
Harzs, Joun.—C. P. Greenhill, 63 Gracechurch-street, City. 





Heany, Cnartes.—Mr. Hunnybun, Huntingdon. 

Horson, Georce Mounssy.—J. Musgrave, Whitehaven. 

Hovenron, Cepric.—M. Myres, Preston. 

Hupson, Wittram Henry.—G. Atkinson, 52 Carey-street, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields. , 

Hucues, Owen Davies—W. B. Williams, deceased, 
Corwen; W. Williams, Corwen. 

Hvueues, Rosert Lewis.—QJ. Levett, Bristol. 

IspeRson, Josern.—B, Chadwick, Dewsbury, York. 

Inman, Wirt1am Samver.—W. H. Heelis, Hawkshead, 
Lancaster. 

Jicxson, Josern Gratiax.—Wim. Machin Ingle, = gf 

Jameson, Ricuarp.—Eidward Richard Anderson, Y¥. 

Lapsvry, Jonn Cuartes.—S. Danks, Birmingham. 

Lams, SamMuret BuiackmaN, the Younger.—S, B, Lamb, 12 
Gray’ s-inn-square, 

Laxcton, Joseru.—J. Townley, 37 Walbrook, City. 

Lovett, JoszrpH Sapier.—J. F. Crowdy, Faringdon, 
Berks, 

Low, Owen.—A. Low, Portsea; J. Chapman, 24 Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields. 

Lyon, Tuomas Porter.—J. Webster, Liverpool. 

MclIrvne, Joun.—B, Catley, Preston, 

Matty, Frepsextck Joun.—F. Malin, Grantham. 

Manisty, Henry, the Younger.—R, Shum, 3 King’s-road 
Bedford-row. 

MarsHaLt, Bexsamin Jonn.—-J. H. Marshall, 12 Hatton- 

rden. 

om seer Jonuy.—J. Johnson, Nottingham. 

Mickietawaite, Joun.—J. Webster, Sheffield. 

Morean, Witut1aAM.—R. W. Hand, Stafford. 

am, Ropest Rocers.—P. Nelson, Ll Essex-street, 

trand. 

Nort, WILtraAm.— William North, Leeds, 

Norton, Wittiam Henry.—Thurstan G, Dale, Lincoln 

OAKDEN, Ratpu.—George Hindes, Goudburst. 

OtpKyNow, Henry Hurst.—W. Hunt, Nottingham. 

Owen, Grorce Leaper.—S. Davidson, 22 Basinghall-street. 

PaRkER, Francis.—R. H, Burn, Carey-street. 

Parker, StaMForD Perrotr.—T. P. Peterson, Bristol; W. 
B. Parker, Mangotstield. 

Pgacner, Joux, the Younger,—J. Peachey, 8 Frederick’s- 
place, Old Jewry. 

Pearson, JULIUS ALEXANDER.—H. Lloyd, 49 Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields. 

Perry, Witt1am.—P. P. Smith, Truro. 

Puiturs, WaLter Hamivron.—C. T. Saunders, Birming- 
h 


¢ 


am. 
Prppine, Epwarp.—J. Dolman, 14 Clifford’s-inn. 
Poote, Jonn Wasnincron.—W. ‘I’. Poole, Carnarvon. 
Putuen, Henry Fixpoy.—H. Pullen, Warminster. 
Rickarps, Marcus Samugt Cam,— George Cooke, Bristol. 
Roprns, GiLBerT.—H. T. Young, 9 New-square, Lincoln’s-inn. 
Rorrrey, THomas Witu1amM.—F. J. Chester,.1 Church-row, 
Newington Butts. 
Rowe.t, Hector Martin.—F. K. Parkinson, 13 Clements- 
inn; A, Turner, 13 Clement’s-inn, 
bs Hunrx Sxiprer.—J, Woodcock, 20 Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields, 
Sait, FreDERICK.—W. Cooper, Tunstall ; T. Cooper, Con- 
gleton; W. Harding, Longport and Tunstall, 
Sanpy, THomas Guinan.—J. Hawksford, Wolverhampton. 
ScatcuerD, Oriver.—T. Taylor, Wakefield. 
Sear, SamuEL Smitu.—QJ. Rawson, Bradford. 
Suerratt, -Wii11aM, <— Edgworth & Pugh, Wrexham, 
Denbigh. 
Smiru, Henry.—-H. T. Smith, Devonport; T. Baker, jun., 
Dowgate-hill Chambers. 
Smiru, Horace Me.vitis.—Holroyds & Cronhelm, Halifax. 
Suir, Horace Wi.u1am, M.A.—J. Crowdy, 17 Serjeants'- 
inn, Fleet-street. 
Smien, Joun Litty.—T. Martinean, Bi 
Stone, Frank Wittiam.—T, F. cont Tun Wells. 
Srorr, Ricuarp.—J. & W. Crick, Maldon; F. T. Veley 
s ma ee B D the ¥ B 
WORD, ALEXANDER Bruce Dsnistoun, ‘ounger— 
. Memes Manchester. H 
ARLETON, Henry Witson.—R. Tarleton, Birmingham ; 
W. M. Wilkinson, 44 Lincoln’s-inn -Fields, 
Tuomas, Davin Witiram Jones.— David Brecon. 
Tompson, Josern Grorar.—H. B, Cathe, 14 daciende. 
inn, Fleet-street. 
Taompson, RiowaaD.—John Kidson, Sunderland. 
Toruam, CuristorHEer Revsen.—J. Hostage, Chester. 
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TrixnpER, Henry Wittram.—W UH. Trinder, John-st., 
Bed‘ord-row; W. Flower, 28 Bedford-row. 

Turner, Tom.—J. B. Robinson, Beverley; A. O. Atkinson, 
Kingston-upon-Hull; A. Atkinson, jun., Kingston-upon- 
Hull. 

Twist, Frepericx.—J. B. Twist, Coventry. 

Verney, Henry Wittiam.—J. Maynard, 57 Coleman-street 
City. 

Vencaere, Jacos, the Younger.—J. Layton, 8 Ely-place. 

Vowuramy, Anrnur Frepericx.—C. Steward, Ips wich. 

Wane, Davi 1p.—J. Dolman, 14 Clifford’s-inn. 

Wane, WittiamM.—H. Farr, Newport. 

Watuis, Preston James.—P. Wallis, Bodmin, Cornwall; J. 
B. Collins, Bodmin, Cornwall; G. E. Philbrick, 39 Basing- 
hall-street. 

Waxp, Ernest Avcustus.—S. P. Brookes, Tewkesbury. 

Watson, Joun.—C. T. Clark, Lancaster. 

Wess, itrcuarp Hexry Gopparp.—Nicholas & Pardoe, 
Bewdley, Worcester. 

West, Witu1am Tuomas.—W. Jones,9 Laurence Pountney- 
hill, City. 

Wippows, THomas.—R. F. Showler, Trinity-place, Charing- 
cross, 

Witson, Cates Fisner.—J. Hall, Keswick; H. J. Halton, 
Carlisle; R. Broatch, Keswick. 

Wrace, Rosert THomas.—W. Houghton, 15a St. Helen’s- 
place, City. 

Wricut, Cartes Avcustus.—W. N. H. Turner, Norwich. 


Michaelmas Term, 1862, pursuant to Judges’ Orders. 
BrapsHaw, Tuomas.—Frederick H. Janson, Basinghall-street. 
Curtis, ALFRED.—H. Jones, Neath, Glamorgan. 

Dennis, GEORGE WuitweE_v.—W. Overell, Leamington Priors; 
and J. Kingsford, 23 Essex-street, Strand. 

Drake, Cuartes Henry,—T. E. Drake, j ee, Exeter; T. 
E. Drake, senr., Exeter. 

Hitt, Ropert Rasy.—G. Wood, Rochford. 

Knott, AmBrose WILL1AM.—W. W. Heming, Banbury, Ox- 
ford; and W. Meredith, Worcester. 

Mumrorp, Georce—W. Dowman, Sudbury. 


Michaelmas Vavation, 1862, pursuant to 23 & 24 Vict. c. 127. 

Curr, CurisropHer, Ropert.—C. Cuff, St. Martin’s-lane. 

Van Sanpav, FREDERICK ErcGar.—Andrew Van Sandan, 13, 
King-street, City. 
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A Parliamentary return issved last session presents an ac- 
count of annuities for lives and for terms of years, granted in 
each year since 1808 inclusive, and the amount of capital 
stock cancelied in each year on account of such terminable 


Freehold Ground Rent of £6 per annum, secured upon house, &e., pat 
Erith —Sold for £100. 

Freehold Plot of Land at Erith.—Sold for £1,300. 

Freehold Plot of Land at Erith.—Sold for £110 

Freehold Plot of Land at Erith.—Sold for £35. 

Freehold Ground Rent of £10 103. per annum, and a Pilot of Land.— 
Sold for £370. 

Freehold Ground Rent of £5, secured upon land at Erith.—So'd for £110. 

Frecho!d Ground Rent of £8 per annum, secured upon cottages and land 
at Erith.—Sold for £209, 
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Births and Deaths. 
BIRTHS. 
DUNLOP—On Aug. 20, the wife of R. H. Wallace Dunlop, C. B., Offig. 


Civ. and Sess. Judge, ‘of a daughter. 
WILLS—On Oct. 8. the wife of Alfred Wills, Esq., Barrister-at- Law, ofa 


son. 
DEATHS. 


BELLHOUSE—On Oct. 8, the wife of Thos. T. Bellhouse, Esq , Solicitor. 

JACKSON—On Oct. 8, Anna, the wife of John Jackson, Esq., of Essex-st., 
London, and of Hampstead. 

MILLER—On Oct. 2, aged 63, Mr. Henry Miller, Solicitor, Frome. 

MOSELY—On Aug. 5, Joseph Mosely, Esq., B.L. Cam. Chief Justice of 
the Gold Coast. 





-————-— > —_—— 
London Gazettes. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Fripay, Oct, 10, 1826. 
Cunliffe, Thomas Potter, Alfred Leaf, Attorneys-at-Law, Boticitors. 
and Conveyancers. Sept 27 
Howard, Edwin, Richard Clarence Halse, & William Prince Trustram, 
Attorneys and Solicitors. By mutual consent. Aug 26, 
TuespaY, Oct. 14, 1862. 


Matthews, George, and John Jones, Attorneys and Solicitors, Newtown, 
Montgomery. By mutual consent. Aug 30. 


Creditors under. 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Faiwar, Oct. 10, 1862. 

Banyer, Robinson, Walcot, Norfolk, Gent. Dec 1. 
North Walsham. 

Brackenbury, Rev. Henry, Scremby Hall, Spilsby, Lincoln. Dec 1. 
Bourne & Co., Alford. 

Bullock, Rev. James, High Ham, Somerset. Dec 1. 

Chapman, Furlow, Kingston-upon-Hull, Builder. Oct 18. 
Kingston-upon-Hull, Administratrix. 

ae a ealand Conyers, Lancaster, Widow. Nov 2. Payne & Co., 

aorten, Ann Mary, Mundesney, Norfolk, Widow. Dec 1. Wilkinson & 
Baker, North Walsham. 

Gurney, Rev. John den, 63 Gl ter-pl, Middlesex, Dec 10. Ware 
& Westall, 4 Copthall-ct. 

Lewis, Fuller Wenham, Westerham, Kent, Esq. Dec 20. Alleyne & Walker, 

Tonbridge. 


Lewis, ae. 8 4 - John’s-wood-rd, Gent. Dec 10. Depree & Austin, 23 


Wilkinson & Baker, 


Parsons, Langport. 
Chapman, 








annuities, and of the amount of annuities for lives and for 
terms of years which have ceased since 1808, The following 
are the totals for the period mentioned—viz., annuities 
for lives: capital stock transferred and cancelled, inclu- 
ding stock purchased with money, £34,326,691; long 
annuities transferred and cancelled, £25,120; granted, 
£3,121,462; expired, £2,084,827. Annuities for terms of years: 
capital stock transferred and cancelled, including stock pur- 
chased with money, £20,240.708; long annuities transferred 
and cancellei, £141,269: granted, £1,700,580; and expired, 
£1,673,564. 
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Estate Exchange Report. 


AT GARRAWAY’S. 
By Messrs. Faresrorues, Crark, & Lre. 

One Twelfth Part of a Colliery known as “ New Bowson,” also One 
Twelfth Part of a Colliery known as “East Dean Deep,” and One 
Sixteenth Part of a Colliery known as “ Serridge,” situate in the 
Forest of Dean, Gloucester, subject to certain royalties.—Sold for £500, 

Freehold Ground Rent of £2 per annum, secured upon a residence at 
Erith.—Sold for £45. 

Freehold Dwelling House, No. 4, Lessness-heath, Erith ; let at £30 per 
annum.—Sold for £350. 

Freehold similar Residence, No. 3, Lessness-heath.—Sold for £350. 

Freehold similar Residence, No. 2, Leasness-heath.—Sold for £3: 0. 

Frechoid similar Kesidence, No. 1, Lessness-heath.—Sold fur £360. 

Freehold Plot of Land, “ Whitehouse Field,” Lessness-heath, containing 
10a. Or. 32p.—Sold for £900. 

Freehold Dwelling House, Engine House, Water Works, and Yard, also 
Four Coach Houses and Stabies, at Erith.—Sold for £780 

Freehold Residence, - i Lessness-park ; let at £45. —Sold for £600. 

Freehold Residence, N. 2, Lessness-park ; let at £45.—Sold for £600. 

Freehold Piot of php adjoining. —Sold for £340. 

Freehoid Ground Kent of £3 5s. per annum, secured upon residence at 
Erith.—Bold for £60 


. 








uacanmee Christiana, 6 Albert-ter, Knightsbridge, Widow. Janl. Kemp, 
4 Henrietta-st, Covent garden. 

Prattle, William, Woodford, Gent. Nov 30. Crosby, Old Jewry. 

Simmons, William, Thame, Gent. Nov 15. Holloway, Thame. 

Stutchbury, Elizabeth Ann, 57 Harrison-st, Gray’s-in-rd, Widow. Dec}. 
Robinson, 7 Queen-st-pl. 

Tvespay, Oct. 14, 1862. 

Chester, John, Bath, Gent. Jan1. Hale, Bath. 

Dupuy, — Brompton, Middlesex, Spinster. Dec 11, Clutton & Ade, 
Southwark. 

Ford, Rev. Richard Wilbraham, Little Rissington, Gloucester, Clerk. 
Nov 24. Randall, 3 Gray’s-inn-place. 
Gatley, Thomas, Sheffield, Gent. Dec 10. Hoole & Yeomans, Sheffield. 
Hackman, Robert, Godalming, Gent. Dec 24, Richards, 16 Warwick-st, 
Hopewell, Rev. James, Horncastle, Minister, Nov 15. Clitherow, Horn- 


castle. 
Hopkins, Edward Fitt, Kingsworthy, Hants, Esq. Nov 29. Rawlins, Win- 
c Tr. 
Love, Thomas, Radipole, Dorset Gent. Dec 6. Andrews, Weymouth. 
Pendock, William, jun, Aust Gloucester. Jan 13. Crossmans & Lloyd, 


Thornbur 

Radcliffe, William Towne, Halifax, Esq. Jan1. Ridsdale and Craddock, 
5 Gray’s-inn-sq, and Chadwiek, Dewsbury. 

wy — jun., Barton-le- Willows, York, Gent. Dec 6, Newton 

Co. 

Shields, "Frederick, Manchester, Engraver. Nov 14. Whitworth. 

Steed, Elizabeth, Long Melford, Suffolk, Widow. Dec 1. Hudson, 
Bucklersbury. 

Walter, John, Horncastle, Farmer, Dec 1. Clitherow, Horncastle. 

‘a James, Boldre, Hants, Factor. Nov 29. Boys & Tweedie, 6 


pl. 
White? Robert, sen., Shirland, Derby, Farmer. Dec 1, Siddall & Wilson, 


Alfreton. 
Wilkie, Lieutenant-Colonel Fletcher, Bath, Jan, Hale, Bath. : 
Young, Thomas, Dorset-ter, Clapham, Esq. Dec 14, Fisher, Merchant 


Taylor’s-hall. 
Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
ToxspaY, Oct. 14, 1862, 


Coates, bray a Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. Sept 25. Hoyle, New- 
castie-u 
Pickup, Richard’ Li " Liverpool, Victualler. Sept 26. More, Liverpool. 
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Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Fripar, Oct. 10, 1862, 
Bacon, Edward, & Thomas John Green, International Bazaar, South Ken - 


sington, Contractors, 
Sept 13. Assignment. Reg Oct 8, 
Biddle, James, oe Tailor. Sept 9. Assignment, Reg Oct 6. 
Bland, John, Acaster, Farmer. Sept 13. Conveyance. Reg Oct 9. 
eg aes Wolstanton, Stafford,Grocer, Septl2. Assigument. Reg 
Oct 9. 
eg William, Birmingham, Wire Worker. Sept 23. Composition. 
Reg 


—- Thomas F Franklin, King’s Lynn, Bookseller. Sept 13. Compo- 
ti 


kee eg “‘pirstal, York, Tin Plate Worker, Sept 4, Asssignment. 

Reg 

Cooper, John, Ipswich, Smith. Oct 2, Composition. Oct 6. 

Currans, John, Enfield, Draper. Sept 26. Assignment. Reg Oct 9, 

De Lepp, James, Liverpool, Dyer. Sept 30. Composition. Reg Oct 10. 

i James, jun, Dudley, Agent. Sept 16. Conveyance. Reg 
t 10. 

orn Lawrence, Colne, Stone Mason. Sept 26. Conveyance. Reg 


Oct 9. 

Hatley, Henry, Mundon, Essex, Baker. Sept 10, Assignment. Reg 
Oct 8. 

Holt, Edward, & James Holt, yield Cabinet Makers. 


Sept 30. Composition. Keg Oct 8 
— John, chester, Shoemaker. Sept 16. Composition. Reg 
Oct 
Conveyance. Reg Oct 7. 


Laurie, Thomas, Wigan, Draper. Sept 24. 

Matcliam, Charies, a Hardres, Kent, Carpenter. Sept 10. Assign- 
ment. "Reg Oct 8 

McMahon, Hugh, Liverpool, Grocer. Sept 16. Conveyance. Reg Oct 9. 

Norris, Thomas, Uttoxeter, Booksel‘er. Sept 10. Conveyance. Reg 


Oct 7. 

— oa Lime-st, London, Merchant. Sept 22. 
R t 8. 

Partnidge, Charles, Bridgwater, Cabinet Maker. Sept 24, 
Reg 

ee Henry Sotherby, Northfleet, Shipbuilder. Sept 25. 
Reg 9, . 

— Johnson, Newspaper Proprietor. Sept 11. 

t 
— ce » Nottingham, Asphalt Road Maker. Sept 17. 
t 8 

mt. ring, aon Manchester, Omnibus Proprietor. Oct 3. 
Reg Oct 9. 

Storey, Sept 18. 

Thomas, Edward, Birmingham, Draper. Sept 12. Cunveyance. Reg 
Oct 9. 

Thorpe, Thomas, Aylesbury, Butcher. Sept 10. Conveyance. Reg Oct 8. 

Vincent, Frank, Gosport, Builder. Sept 16. Assignment. Reg Oct 10. 

Webb, Richard _— Jewry-st, Minories, Gent. Sept 29. Inspector- 
ship. Reg Oct 10. 

Webbe, yo 2 Lupus-at, Pi.lico, Upholsterer. Sept 30. Composi- 
ti Reg 


ion. 
West, Thomas, Bristol, Fly Driver. Oct 7. Composition. Oct 10, 
Assignmetit. Reg Oct 10, 


White, Edward, Birmingham, Agent. Oct 7, 
Williamson, James, Thomas Clough, & Robert rem Kingston-upon- 
Hull, Tailors. Sept 26. Assignment. Reg Oct 9. 
Woodward, Joseph, Millbottom, Lancaster’ Victualler. Sept 17, Assign- 
ment. Reg Oct 9. 
TuespayY, Oct. 14, 1862, 


Barnes, LP awrg win seen, Northampton, Baker. Sept 23. Convey- 
ance. Reg Oct 1 

Bottom, Charles, & ‘William Boyd, Leeds, Cloth Finishers. Sept 15. As- 
signment. Keg Oct 11. 

reve, serene Macclesfield, Silk Manufacturer. Sept 26. Assignment. 

Oct 


Coates, Thor Thomas, Newcastle-upon Tyne, Grocer. Sept 25. Assignment, 
tli. 


Sept 12. Assignment. Reg Oct 10. 
ee te William, Great Grimsby, Labourer. Sept 16, Assignment, 
Reg 


Gregory, Henry, Sheffield, Grocer. Oct 6. Conveyance. Reg Oct 13. 
aia John, Sheffield, Brush Maker. Sept 12, Conveyance. Reg Oct 


ieee Bertram oem. 1), Denbigh-road, Bayswater, Esq. Sept 30. 
Composition. Reg Oct 11. 

Hoskins, ne aaa Teresa, Worcester, Milliner, Sept 13, Assignment. 

Oct 

Phenoen, I David Grant, Bristol, Surgeon. 
Oct 10. 

7. — sen, Willenhall, Stafford, Farmer. Sept 16. Assignment. 

14, 

Rawii bang Samuel Bagley, Oakham, Rutland, Corn Merchant. Oct 11. 
Composition. Reg Oct 13. 

Rhea, Readman, Middleton, York, Horse Dealer. 

9. 


Reg Oct 
Vinall, Arthur on Soe Cambridge-street, Belgrave-road, Gent. 


Assignment. 
Conveyance. 
Assignment. 
Assignment. 
Assignment. 
Assignment. 


Robert, Birmingham, Iron Founder. Assignment. 


Cutler, William, Luton, Draper, 


Sept 15. Conveyance. Reg 


Sept 12, Conveyance. 

Sept 
26. Assignmen eg Oct | 

Wright, Johr, Whitby, Siacksmith, Oct 6. Conveyance, Reg Oct 11. 


Bankrupls. 
Faiwar, Oct. 10, 1862. * 
Ainge, Charles, Cropthorn, Worcester, Victualler, Pet Sept 18. Per- 
aren leepa 8 Mb een th bos beth Engineer.. Pet. Oct 6, Lon- 
80 wal nm tr. 
nig Gotsh cs 13.80. Hall, $1 Coleman st. 
, George, Hereford, Builder, Pet Oct 8. Hereford, Oct 28 at 10. 
Garrold, Hereford. 
Ball, Jumes, Leigh, Lancaster, Contractor. Pet Oct 8, Leigh, Oct 22 at 
2. Am bier, Leigh. 
Ra Li » Chemist. Pet Oct 6, Liverpool, Oct 21 
at 3. 
uel, Newlands, Pershore, Worcester, Market Gardener, Pet 
sy | “ae Oct 28 at 11, Wilson, Worcester, 








Beres‘orde, Emma Elizabeth, Whittington, Derby, Druggist. Pet Oct 6. 
Chesterfield, Nov 5 at 11. een see 
rseiier, 


Brown, Charles, Scar! Pet Oct 6. Scarborough, Oot 
24 at 3.30. Cornwall, jun., Se 

yy yee Great Yarmouth, Tesbe Pet Oct 6. Great Yarmouth, 

Brunt, Joseph, Loughborough, Tailor. Pet Oct 4. Loughborough, Oct 
24 at il Hucknall, ppm Bie 

, Alexander, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer. Pet Oct 3. North- 

ampton, Oct 25 at 10, Rands, Northampton. 

re eee York, Gardener. Pet Oct 6. Leeds, Oct 20 at 11, 

Excell, David, Cheltenl:am, Grocer, Pet Oct 2. Cheltenham, Oct 25 at 
li. Jessop, Cheltenham, 

Firth, William, Bradford, Draper. Pet Oct 7. . Bradford, Oct 24 at 10,30. 
Terry & Watson, Bradford. 

Fox, Edward, Sheffield, Oy Plate Worker. Pet Oct7. Sheffield, Oct 22 
at 2. Binney, She: 

French, George, aoumee, Better. Pet Sept 29. Worcester, Oct 25 at 

mae bey = nn, Searboroug, Wine Merch, Pet Oct 7. Leeds, 

ne Merchant. it Oct 

Oct 20 at 11. Bond & Barwic' 

Hemment, Layton John, 18 Redan London, Tailor. Pet Oct9. Lom 
don, Oct 23 at 1. Dean, 27 New Broad-st 


Hetherington, Thomas Coles, Worcester, Attorney's Clerk. Pet Oct 1. 
Worcester, Oct 25 at 11, Wilson, Worcester. 

Hudson, Charles, Worcester, Clock an:i Watch Maker. Pet Oct!. Wor- 
cester, Oct 25 at 11. Wilson, Worcester. 

Ibbetson, Thomas, jun., Sh effield, Corn Merchant. Pet Sept 27. 
Sheffield, Oct 25 at 10. Smith & Hinde, Sheffield. 

Ineson, John, Dewsbury, York, Grocer. Pet Sept 25. Leeds, Oct 20 at 


ll. Harrison & Smith, Wakefield, and Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 
Keymer, Abraham James, Lewisham, Baker. Pet Oct8. London, Oct 
23 at 12. Marshall & Son, Hatton-garden. 
King, Mary, Widow, Mary Ada King, and Emma Sarah King, hog 
Southam, Warwick, School Mistresses. Pet Sept 27. Southam, Nov 
4at10. Walker, Southam, 


King, Richard, Woodchurch, Chester, Farmer. Pet Oct8. Birkenhead, 
Nov3atil. Best, Live 
Maj len, Thomas, jun., Brom , Kent, Butcher. Pet Oct 7. 
‘ochester, Oct 24.at 2. Haywa ester. 


Martin, Charies Ambrose, Claremont- t-row, Islington, Merchant. Pet Oct 
7 (for pau). London, Oct 23 at 12.30, Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Martin, Josiah, Market Harborough, Tea Dealer. Pet Oct8. Birming- 
ham, Nov 3 at 12. James & Knight, Birmingham 

Mason, Charles, 12 Limerston-st, Chelsea. Pet Oct 7. London, Oct 23 
at 12.30, Pearpoint, 50 Leicester-sq. 

Meakin, Joseph, Gescbechann, Porter, Pet Oct 8. Nottingham, Oct29 
at 10. Preston, Nottingham. 

Messenger, George, 2 Hart-st, London, Warehouseman. Pet Oct 6. 
London, Oct 22 at 2. Stocken, 64 Cornhill. 

Mills, William, Darlaston, Stafford, Nut Forger. Pet. Walsall, Oct 21 at 
ll. Low, Horseley Heath. 

Morton, Henry, Norwich, China Deaier. Pet Oct 8. London, Oct 23 at 
12, Pn on 2 Verulam- buildings, Gray's-inn, and Sadd, Norwich. 

Nuth, Thomas Singer, 22 King-street, Long-acre, Dairyman. Pet Oct 8, 
London, Oct 23-at 11.30, Terry, 13 and 14 King-street, Cheapside. 

, William, Belper, Coach Builder. Pet Oct 4. Belper, Oct 22 at 

ll. Walker, Belper. 

Osborne, William, Bristol, Boot Maker. Pet Oct 4. Bristol, Oct 23 at 12. 

Parker, Henry, jun., & Parker, Wandsworth-rd, Builders. Pet 
Oct 8. London, Oct 23 at 11.30. Ody, 3 New Boswell-ct. 


Pearse, Samuel, Farnham, Horse Dealer. Pet Oct 6. Londoa, Oct 23 at 
1). Marshall, 9 Lincoln’ 's-inn-fields. 
Phillips, David, Rochdale, Tailor. Pet Oct 4. Rochdale, Oct 23 at 11. 
Holland, Rochdale. 
‘ollock, ndrew Gibson, Bristol, Professor of Music. Pet Oct 4. Bristol, 
Oct 23 at 12. Sherrard. 
Richards, Edwin, Birmingham, Beerseller. Pet Oct 8. Birmingham, 
Nov3 dat 12. James & Knight, qo eee 
» Robert, Euston-road, Middlesex, Builder. Pet Oct 6. Lon- 
aa Oct 22 at 12. Sydney, Circus-place, Finsbury. 
Riches, Charles, Old Ford-road, Beerseller. Pet Oct 7 (for pau). Lon- 
don, Oct 23 at 12.30. Ald 46 Moorgate-st. 
Riley, Thomas, 8 Cross-st, Blackfriars-rd, Steam — Maker. Pet Oct 
9. London, Oct ys Foi 1. Marr, 11 Kennington ro 
Smiles, John, Re Durham, Weighman. "Pet Oct 4. Shotley 
Bi , Oct 23 at 12. By Pore North Shields. 


St r, George Horatio, pea cee Auctioneer. Pet Oct 8. Bir- 
mingham, Nov 10 at 10, 


Starling, Samuel, 10 New-st, Southwark-bri -rd, Cab Proprietor. 
Oct 6, London, Oct 23 at 11. & Pa . 5 New Boswell: ct. 
—— > William John, Heigham, Norwich, ‘Accountant. Pet Oct 7. 
orwich, Oct 22 at 11. Sadd, jun., Norwich. 
sens, Robert, Bam Bampton, Oxford, Grocer. June 20. Witney, Oct.22 at ll. 
Kilby, Banbury. 


, Robert Jenkin, New Romney, Kent, Farmer. Pet Oct 8. London, 
Oct 39 a8 ~ .30. Lawrance & Co, 14 Old Jewry-chambers, and Knocker 


& W: ythe. 
Thomas, John, Laleston, Glamorgan, Publican. Pet Oct 4. Bridgend, 
Oct 23 at 12, Jenkins, Bridgend. 

nd, Richard, & Townend, Bradford, Musical Instrument 
Makers. Pet Oct 3. Sea Gateati Dawson, Bradford, and Bond 
te Sod iat CO mateel Market Gardener, Pet Oct 


Chelsea, 
7 (for pau), London, Oct 23 at 12. Aldridge, 46 M st. 
7. enry, Sheffield, Tool Fitter, Pet Oct 6. , Oot 29 at 2, 
way. Butcher. Pet 


Wensel, Friedrich, 28 St George’s-st, Ratcliffe High 
London, Oct 23.at 12, Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 
Kingston-upon-Hull, Tailor, Pet Oct 8. Hull, Oct 18 at 


jock, oo Holloway, Tea Dealer. Pet Oct 7. London, 
hew, 24 Carey-st, Lincoin’s-inn. 
Oct 8.’ London, Oct 23 tg hogy re er 7 
a rea’ 3 
Wright, Samuel Weeks, nee Music ie Fe dae Fram- 
lingham, Oct 23 at 1. Shafto, Framlingham. 
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Tegspar, Oct. 14, 1862. 

Algar, William, Market Deeping, Nurseryman. Pet Oct 10. Nottingham 
Oct 28 at 11.’ Ashwell, Nottingham. : 

Ashmead, Phillip James, Birmingham, Builder. Pet Oct 7. Birming- 
ham, Nov i0 at 10. East, Birmingham, 

Aston, Thomas, West Bromwich, Moulder. Pet Oct 10. Oldbury, Oct 24 
at 10. Lowe, Dudley. 

Balfour, James Griffiths, Commercial-rd, Peckham, Agent. Pet Oct 10 
(for pan). London, Oct 25 at 11.30. Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Band, Thomas, Naseley, Northampton, Schoolmaster. Pet Oct 9 (for 
pau). London, Oct 29 atl. Aldridge, 46 M -st. 

Barnes, John Thomas, 43 Lime-st, Clock Maker, Pet Oct 6. London, 
Oct 29 at 11. Marshall, Hatton-garden. 

Baynton, Mary Ann, | Angel-ct, London, Office Keeper. Pet Oct 11 (for 
pau). London, Oet25 ati. Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Bentley, William, Low Moor, York, Innkeeper. Pet Oct 10. Bradford, 
Oct 24 at 10.30. Hill, Bradford. 

Betts, George, Gainsboro’, Baker. Pet Oct 9. Guinsboro’, Oct 21 at 10. 
Biadon, Gainsboro’. 

Bray, Francis, Barrow-upon-Humber, Cattle Dealer. Oct 3. Barton- 
upon-Humber, Nov 19 at 11. Brown & Son, Lincoln. 

Brough, Robert, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Poulterer. Pet Oct 9. Newcas- 
tle-upon-Tyne, Oct 28 at 11,30. S:ory, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Brown, James, Kingston-upon-Hull, Architect. Pet Sept 10. Kingston- 

-Hull, Oct 29 at 12. 


upon 
Bushell, James, 31 Marshall-street, St. James's, Tailor, Pet Oct 9 (for 
pau). London, Oct 25atll. Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-street. 
Butler, William, Wooburn, Bucks, Butcher, Pet Oct 10, High Wycombe, 
Oct 29 at ll. Spicer, Great Marlow. 
Cahill, John, Uxbridge, Tailor. Pet Oct 7. London, Oct 29 at Ii. Pat- 
terson & Son, Bouverie-st. 








Chambers, W illiam Manoah, 7 Tokenhouse-yd, Wine Merchant. Pet Oct 
10. London, Oct 28 at iL. Lawrance & Co, 14 Uld Jewry Chambers, 
Chiene, George Scott, Sheerness, Lieutenant. Pet Oct 9. London, Oct 
25 at 11.30. Godfrey. 
Churchell, Thomas, Steyning, Sussex, Boot Maker. Pet Oct 7. Brighton, 
Oct 28 at 11. Goodman, Brighton. 
Ciayton, Robert, Moldgreen, Huddersfield, Gardener. 
dersfield, Oct 23 at 10. Leadbeatter, Huddersfield. 
Collinson, Henry Reather, Manchester, Chemist. Pet Oct 9. Manchester, 
Nov 10 at 9.30. Grundy, Manchester. 
Coningsby, Thomas, Old Ford, Bow, General Dealer. Pet Oct 7 (for pau). 
London, Nov 8 at 12. Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 
Conquest, Charles, Twickenham, Victualler. Pet Oct 8. London, Oct 
29 at 12.30. Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 
Cooper, Charlies, Newport, Isle of Wight, Taior. Pet Oct 6. Newport, 
Oct 25 at 10. Joyce, Newport. 
€rane, Henry James, 38 West-sq, Southwark, Engraver. Pet Oct7. 
London, Oct 29 at 11. Marsha'l, Hatton-garden. 
Crane, Thomas, Everton, Lancaster, Piiot. Aug 18. Liverpool, Nov 10 
at3. Evans & Co, Liverpool. 
Creber, James, Lydford, Devon, Builder. Pet Oct 10. Tavistock, Oct 24 
at 12. Chilcott, Tavistock. 
Cross, Martha, Collier-st, Pentonville, Dairywoman. Pet Oct 13 (for 
pau). London. Oct 25 at 12. Aldridge, 47 Moorgate-st. 
Davis, David, Great Marlow, Publican. Pet Oct 10. London, Oct 29 atl. 
Ward, Great Marlow, and King & McMillan, 39 Bloomsbury- 5q. 
Delt, William Stannard, Norwich, Linen Draper. Pet Uct 8. London, 
wed 8 at 11.30. Miller & Co, Norwich, and Sole & Turner, Alderman- 
ei Robert Thomas, Fieldgate-st, Whitechapel, Cabinet Maker. 
~~ Cet 8. London, Oct 29 at 11.30. Bennett & Stark, 4 Furnival’s- 
n. 
Dulin, William, St James-st, Piccadilly, Jeweller. Pet Oct 3. Landon, 
Nov8atil. Mardon, 99 Newgate-st. 
Franklin, John Jenkin, Bristol, Glass Cutter. Pet Oct 10. Bristol, Oct 
31 at il. Pigeon, Bristol. 
Galiyon, William John, Cambridge, Gunsmith. Pet Oct 8. Cambridge, 
Oct 24at 1. Whitehead & French, Cambridge. 
Gill, Richard, Mongewell, Oxford, Victualler. Pet Oct 6. Wallingford, 
Oct 27 at 12 Corsellis, Benson. 
Guy, George, 12 Jerusalem-court, St John’s-sq, Clerkenwell, Manager. 
Pet Oct 8. London, Oct 29 at 12. Leverson, i2 St Helens-pl, Bishops- 
gate. 
Hadley, James, rae Farmer. Pet Oct 9. Oldbury, Oct 24 at 10. 
Shakespeare, UOldbu rif 
Hand, Joseph, Redmil icester, Wheelwright. Pet Oct 11. Grantham, 
FF ad 8 at a. Granth mii 0 
ands, William, Birmingham, Engineer. Pet Oct9. Birmingham, Nov 
10 at 10. Beaton, Birmingham. 
Hannath, Thomas, Great Grimsby, Tailor. Pet om 1. Kingston-upon- 
Huil, Oct 22 at 12. Grange & Wiatri , Great Grimsby, 
Hellawell, Jonas Luke, Huddersfield, Beer Seller, Pet Sept 7. “Hudders- 
field, Oct 23 at 10. Freeman, Hadbersfield, 
Hill, soem, > Beerseller. Vet Oct 9. Bristol, Oct 24 at 11. 
Hirst, ang Huddersfield, Commission Agent. Pet Sept 25. Hud- 
dersfie'd, Oct 23.at 10. Dransfield, H Id. 
Hirst, Henry, Huddersfield, Cloth Fuller. Pet Oct LL. Huddersfield, Oct 
23 at 10. Learoyd, Huddersfield. 
Ei , Thomas, Lincoln, Bolt Maker. Pet Oct 9. Lincoln, Oct 23 
ane ere 
Bedstead Maker. Pet Oct 8, 
Oct 29 at 12, 1 New-inn, Strand. wren 
Inder, James, Shirley, Hants, Bricklayer Pet Oct 10. Southampton, 
Oct 29 at 12. Mackey. ang 
Jami, William Henry, Clewer, New "Windsor, Beerseller. Pet Oct 8. 
indsor, Oct 23 at 11. Phillips, Windsor. 
pram wa Foul 170 Fleet-st, Printseller. Pet Oct 13, London, Oct 25 at 
12, Lovell & Co., Gray’s-inn. 
Jolley, William, Latchford, eo oa Pablican. Oct 8 Manchester, 
Oct 26 at ii. Gardner, Mancheste 
, George, Denmark-grove, Islington, Upholsterer. Pet Oct 7 (for 
» Oct 29 e Mealy 46 Moorgate-st, 
Leech, ey Seno SAI, id, Beerseller. Pet Oct 13. 
Sutton, Burslem. 
akin, Jo, Liverg Pet Oct 9, Liverpool, Oct 25 at 11. Husband, 


Pet Aug 23, Hud- - 





Meares, Thomas, 13 Davies-st, Berkeley-sq, Corn Dealer. Pet Oct 10. 
London, Nov 8 at 11. Abrahams, 17 Gresham st. 

Merritt, Henry, Hubburton, Pembroke, Victualler. Pet Oct 7. Haver- 
fordwest, Oct 25 at 12. Parry, Pembroke Dock 

, William, Grantham, Lineo!n, Whee! wright. Pet Oct 1, 

Grantham, Nov 8at4. Malim, Grantham. 

Molyneux, George, 3 High st, Camberwel!, Fishmonger. Oct 11. London, 
Oct Bat li. Ody & Paddison, 3 New Boswell-ct, Carey-st. 

Morgan, Edwin, Chelrenham, Painter. Pet Oct 9. Cheltenham, Oct 25, 
Boodle, Cheltenham. 

Morrow, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Victualler. Pet Oct 10. New- 
castle-upon-Tyne, Oct 28 at 1230. Iloyle, Newcastle-on- Tyne. 

Nelson, James, sen., Harbourne, Stafford, Tailor. Pet Oct 10. Birming- 
ham, Nov 10 at 10. East, Birmingham. 

Nuteher, John, Hardway, Gosport, Boatswain, Pet Oct 8. Portsmouth, 
Oct 27 at 11. Paffard, Portsea. 


Nutter, William, Wellington-roud, Ho!loway, Beer Seller. Pet Oct 7 (for 
pau). London, Oct 29 at 11.30. Aldridze. 46 Moorgate-st. 
a Joseph, Kirkham, near Preston, Seedsman. July 14. Liverpool, 
t 28 at it. 
Onslow, William, 2 Hayfield-place, Mile end-rd, Hair Dresser. Pet Cet 
8 (for pau). London, Oct 29 atl. Aldridge, 44 Moorgate-st. 
Parker, Thomas, Shrewsbury, Victualler. Pet Oct 10. Shrewsbury, 
Nov it at 10. Davies, Shrewsbury. 4 
Parr, John, Oxford, Tailor. Pct Oct 1 (for pau), Oxford, Oct 2tatlW, | 
Kilbury, Banbury. “4 
Patchett, George Ellam, Liverpool, Beer Dealer. Oct 9. Liverpool, Oct — 
27 at 11. 
Peerman, Claudius, Swansea, Accountant. Pet Oct 8.. Swansea, Nov 4 
at 3. Morris, Swansea 
Penman, Matthew, Whickham, Durham, Spade Handle Maker. Pet Oct 
7. Gateshead, Oct 27 at il. Brewis, Neweastle-upon-Tyne. : 
Peters, ny Hellicr, Bristol. Pet Oct 9. Bristol, Oct 24 at 41. Pigeon, ~ 
Pet , William Vessalius, Chester-st, Grosvenor-pl, M.D. Pet Oct 
10. London, Oct 25 at li. Lovell & Co, Gray’s-inn. 
Powell, Richard, Trevethin, Monmouth, Beer Seller. Pet Oct 10. Ponty- 
pool, Nov 3 at 12. Edwards, Pontypool. 
Prentice, David, Stondon, near Brentwood, Farmer. Pet Oct 13, Lon+ 
don, Oct 25 at 11.30. Sparrow, 6 New Broad-st. 
Preston, Alfred, Northampton, ‘Shoe Manufacturer. Pet Oct 9. Nor 
thampton, Oct 25at 10. Sheild & White, Northampton, 
Raggett, Henry, 7 Milan-ter, Battersea, Clerk. Pet Oct 13, London, 
Oct 25 at 12. George, 80 Jermyn- -st, St James's, j 
Rocher, Willaim Antonio, New Broad-st, Agent. Pet Oct 9 (for pau). ~ 
London, Nov 8 at 12. Aldridge, 46 Moorgate st. a 
Scott, Charles Turner, Norwich, Cabinet Maker. Pet Oct 7. London, 
Nov 8 at 11. Miller & Co, Norwich, and Sole & Turner, Aldermanbury. 
Seville, John, Jonathan Mellor, Andrew Mellor, and John Seville, jun, 
Oldham, Waste Deaier. Pet Sept 26. Oldham, Oct 23 at 12. Bent, 
Manchester. 
Sharp, Thomas, Staincliffe in Batley, York. Blanket Manufacturer. Pet 
dl Leeds, Oct 27 at 11. Iveson, Heckmondwicke, and Bond & 


Leeds. 
Sherborn, Charles William, 69 Jermyn-st, Engraver. 
don, Oct 22ati2. Fraser, 78 Dean street, Soho. 


Pet Oct 9. 
Pet ; 
Maldon, 


Slade, James William, 5h Munster-st, Rege nt’s- park, Bricklayer. 
Oct 13. London, Oct 25 at 12. Digby, ! Circus-pi, Finsbary. 
Smith, Joseph Manning, Wickham Bishops, Miller. Pet’Oct 7> 
Oct 23 at ll. Abell & Witcombe, Colchester. 
Stowell, Henry, 8 Portsmouth-p!, Kennington, Painter. Pet Oct 13, Lon- — 
don, Oct 25 at 11.30 Hare, 8 Old Jewry. 3 
, Benjamin, Birmingham, Pawnbroker. Pet Oct7. Birming- 
ham, Nov 10 at 10. East, Birmingham. j 
Thomas, David, Cardiff, Beerselier. Tet Oct 11, Cardiff, Oct 27 at LI. 
Ensor, Cardiff. 
oo John, Durham, Cabinet Maker. Pet Sept 26. MNewcastle- 
, Oct 28 at 12. Brignal, Durham. 4 
Tingley, d corge, Herne Bay, Livery Stable Keeper. Pet Oct 7.. London, © 
11, Steadman, 37 Essex-st, Strand. " 
Towsley, yen Gloucester, Builder. Pet Oct 9. Gloucester, Oct 23 
at 12, Smallridge, Gloucester. q 
Walker, Simon, Scole, Norfolk, Innkeeper. Pet Oct 9. Eye, Oct23 at 10 
Moore, Ipswich. ; 
Waring, ‘Henry, Liverpool, Grocer. Pet Oct 9. Liverpool, Oct 27 at 3. © 
Henry, Liverpool. q 
Webb, Jobn, Tothili-st, Westminster, Zinc Worker. Pet Oct9, London, | 
Landon, Oct 29 at 12.30. Godfrey, 5 South-sq, Gray’s-inn, i 
Wilcocks, "Frederick James, Cardiff, Attorney-at-Law. Pet Oct 9. Bristol, © 
Oct 24 at 11. Henderson, Bristol. 4 
be mee mw Hoyland Swaine, Penistone, York, Nail Maker. Pet © 
Oct 1 (for York, Oct 30 at 2. Mason, York. 
Wolliserott Meats, Cheadle, Stafford, Grocer. Pet Oct 8. Birmi 
Oct 24 at 12. Slaney & Winstamley, Newcastle-under-Lyme, and 
& Knight, Birmingham. 
Thomas, Sheffield, Cab Driver. Pet Oct 10. Sheffield, Oct 29 at 


2. Broadbent, Sheffield. 
Woodford, Samuel George, Yarmouth, Isle of Wight, Carpenter. Pet 
Oct 8. "Newport, Oct 27 atil. Beckingsale, Newport. 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Faway, Oct, 10, 1962. 


Collier, Thomas, Stratford. Oct6 
Dupré, Ferdinand, Manchester, M. D. Oct 6. 


TvespaY, Oct, 14, 1862. 
Davis, Colby Atkinson, Kingston-upon-Hull, Merchant. Oct 8. 








OR SALE, by PRIVATE CONTRACT, a fine’ 
FREEHOLD ESTA TE of about 1,000 acres, within 50 miles of the 
metropolis. It is all within 4 ring fence, and is principally rich grazing — 
ay There are on it several sites, commanding beautiful views, fit for | 
the erection of a mansion. 
For particulars ly personally to Mr. Lowagp IL. Boanett, 32, 
+ London, We "P Principa's or their solicitors only will be 





Lon- — 





